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To Comnsaroxpanrs,— AU letters intended for publica- 
tion in the “ Solicitors’ Journal” must be authen- 
ticated by the name of the writer. The Editor cannot 
undertake to return MSS. forwarded to him. 








CURRENT TOPICS. 


We ant enantep to place before our readers an early 
copy of the Vacation Notice, from which it will be seen 
that the vacation chambers for chancery business will be 
those of Vice-Chancellor Bacon. The arrangement we 
announced some time ago—viz., that Mr. Justice Stephen 
will act as vacation judge for the earlier half of the 
vacation, and Mr. Justice Bowen for the later half—is to 
be carried out. 





Persons IN RECEIPT OF CHANCERY DIV IDENDS, &8 well 
48 practitioners, will be glad to learn that itis in con- 





templation, upon the removal of the Office of the 
Chancery Paymaster to the new building in Bell-yard, 
to re-arrange the alphabetical division’ of the ledgers 
into six departments, instead of four, as at present. 
The result of the change will be greatly to facilitate 
the transaction of the important business of this office. 





THE LEARNED Master or THE Rotts is always fertile 
in expedients calculated to assist both the progress of 
business in his court and the convenience of suitors. On 
finding the large number of “ remaining ” motions to be 
heard before the Leng Vacation, and the difficulty of 
settling their priorities, he directed all motions to be 
placed in a list in alphabetical order, and said that he 
would hear them in that order until the list should be 
exhausted. Accordingly, on Tuesday morning the prac- 
titioners in his court were electrified by the issue of a 
printed list containing the names of sixty-three causes 
in which motions were to be made; and the learned 
judge on that day, and on Wednesday and Thursday, 
heard motions from this list. On Thursday morning 
there were about twenty motions left to be heard. 





A measure either passing or already passed through 
Parliament will abolish some curious pieces of obsolete 
law. It provides that “after the passing of this Act 
no person shall be outlawed or waived in or in conse- 
quence of any civil proceeding, and no proceedings to 
outlawry or waiver shall be taken at the instance of the 
Crown or otherwise.” We all know what outlawry in 
civil proceedings is, but what is it to be waived? This 
mysterious penalty was incurred where the absconding 
defendant was a woman; and the origin of the phrase 
is to be found in the old notion that a person was not 
within the law unless he was “sworn to the law,” that 
is, had taken the oath of allegiance in the leet (see Co. 
Litt. 122b). Now, as women were not sworn to the law 
by taking the oath of allegiance in the leet, they were 
never considered to be within the law, and so could not 
be said to be outlawed or put out of the law. They 
were described as waived, that is (to use the shocking 
language of the ancient lawyers) “ derelictas, left out or 
not regarded.” This is obviously a doctrine which 
could not possibly hold its ground in the present day. 
By the same Bill it is proposed to repeal a statute of 
Henry ITI. passed in 1256, which provides “ that to take 
away from henceforth all. doubt and ambiguity that 
might arise hereupon” because of “the day necessary 
in leap year,” “ none siiall be prejudiced that is im- 
pleaded, but it shali be taken and reckoned of the same 
month wherein it groweth; and that day and the day 
next going before shall be accounted but one day.” 
How are they to be legally accounted for the future ? 





Tue Court or Apreat has affirmed the decision of the 
Master of the Rolls in the case of Stocker v. The Planet 
Building Society (27 W. R. 793); and we do not very 
well see how, under the circumstances of that case, 
any other result could have been arrived at. Lessees 
liable to forfeiture for non-repair granted an under- 
lease, containing covenants to repair and a proviso for 
re-entry on breach of covenant, but no power for 
the lessees to enter and do repairs upon the under- 
tenant’s default. After repeatedly giving notice to the 
under-tenant to execute certain repairs, the lessees at 
last gave notice that they intended to enter and do them, 
and to charge the under-tenant with the cost of doing 
them. ‘They then (having first obtained the leave of 
weekly tenants of the under-tenant) entered and erected 
a scaffold. The under-tenant thereupon obtained an ex 
parte injunction to restrain the lessees, and this in- 
junction the Master of the Rolls contiuued, on the 
ground that the weekly tenants had no right to authorize 
interference with the structure of the houses, and that 
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the under-tenant was entitled to enjoy his own property 

in hisown way. A man, he said, could not be justified EFFECT “” ane ae OF A 
in washing the dirty face of a neighbour against his , 

will. We think, however, that the learned judge’s I. 


illustration hardly shows the whole absurdity’ of the 
defendants’ case. They not only wanted to wash their 
neighbour’s face, but to make him pay for the soap 
and water used in the process. We are not quite 
clear as to the result of the case if the plaintiffs had 
offered to provide the soap and water at their own 
expense; and there is this weakness in the analogy 
that, so far as we are aware, no forfeiture or damage 
can occur to a man because his neighbour's face is 
unclean. 





Tue ruts recently laid down by the Court of Appeal 
in Robinson v. Chadwick (ante, p. 585), that the court 
ought not to interfere with the discretion of the taxing 
authority unless some question of law or principle is 
involved, appears to have been acted upon in the deci- 
sion of Anscombe v. Warden, on Wednesday last. In 
that case a district registrar had allowed the costs of two 
counsel on a reference. Field, J., at chambers, held that, 
in general, only the costs of one counsel should be allowed, 
and reversed the decision of the district registrar. The 
divisional court reversed the decision of Field, J., on the 
ground that the district registrar had exercised his dis- 
cretion ; and the Court of Appeal upheld this view. The 
future legal writer on costs will have to record something 
like this as the practical result of the decisions. Before 
you venture on two counsel at a reference, carefully 
observe Mrs. Glasse’s famous recipe, a little altered: 
‘* First ascertain the views of your taxing authority.” 








At the Marylebone Police Court, on Monday, a point 
was raised in reference to the power to grant a judicial 
separation under the recent Matrimonial Act. A man 
named Smith was recently convicted at the Middlesex 
Sessions of an aggravated assault, and sentenced to twelve 
months’ imprisonment. The judge was asked to grant a 
separation to the wife, but he refused to do so, on the 
ground that the Act of Parliament did not give him the 
power. Mr. De Rutzen, as the committing magistrate, 
was now asked whether he could grant a separation, as 
Mrs. Smith anticipated further violence at the hands of 
ber hasband when he came ont of prison. Mr. De Rutzen 
said that he was very sorry he could not do anything in 
the matter. At the time he sent the case for trial he had 
expressed it as his opinion that the judge gould grant the 
separation if asked. It could not be supposed that the 
Legislature had given a power to magistrates which they 
had denied to a superior court when dealing with the same 
case. He bad been glad to see that one of her Majesty's 
judges took that view the other day, granting a separation 
under similar circomstances. 


A commission of an unusual character has just sat at 
the Guildhall, Bristol, to hold an inquiry relative to the 
property of the late Mr. James Bell, who, being illegitimate, 
died intestate and without issue. The commission—com- 
poeed of Mr. A. Collins, Q.C., and Mr. Rassell, with Mr, 
Crispin, of the Home Office—had under these circumstances 
to take evidence and find, by means of a jury, whether the 
property devolved to the Crown by escheat. Evidence 
was given by Mre. Lucy Mary Bell, Mr. Inskip, her soli- 
citor, and othere, to the effect that the late James Bell, an 
ironmonger, carrying on business in Marsh-street, died on 
July 13, 1878, his widow, Lucy Mary Bell, surviving him, 
bot he left ro issue, and be made no wil), Mrs. Bell had 
teen married to him in June, 1875, and he had always 
considered hir-self to be illegitimate. He left £4,000 in 
personal property, aud his real property consisted of cer- 
tain houses, the value of which, after certain deductions and 
claims, was £118 5a. 6d. The jury found the facts as stated, 
and returned a verdict by which the property devolved to 

the Crown, subject to the widow’s rights. 


Tue recent case of Drew v. Nunn (27 W. R. 810), 
raised a new point of great interest and difficulty. It 
is not a little curious that no English authority shoulg 
have previously existed on the question whether the 
insanity of the principal revokes the authority of his 
agent. It is, of course, clearly settled that the 
principal’s death, or (in general) his bankruptcy, or, in 
the case of a female principal, her marriage, puts an en¢ 
to the authority of the agent, and the reason assigned 
by Mr. Justice Story is that ‘‘ the power of constituting 
an agent is founded upon the right of the principal to. 
do the business himself; and when that right ceases, the 
right of creating an appointment, or of continuing the 
appointment of an agent already made for the same 
purpose, must cease also. In short, the derivative 
authority cannot generally mount higher, or exist longer, 
than the original authority.”” (Agency, section 481). 
But great difficulty has been felt in applying this rule 
to the case of the lunacy of the principal. In the cases: 
in which it has been held to be applicable—death, 
bankruptcy, or marriage of a female principal— 
there is, it has been pointed out, first of all, the 
occurrence of a fact which can be usually easily 
ascertained; and, next, there is the substitution in 
the place of the principal of another person, the 
executor, or the trustee, or the husband. In the case of 
the lunacy of the principal there is no such clearly es- 
tablished fact and no such substitution until the lunacy 
has been established by inquisition; hence Kent laid it 
down (2 Com. 645 (4) ) that “‘ the better opinion would 
seem to be that the fact of the existence of lunacy must 
have been established by inquisition before it could con. 
trol the execution of the power.” In an early American 
case of Walker v. Manhattan Company, decided by a 
New York Court in 1829 (2 Hall, 495), this principle was 
applied. The court said that ‘‘although the authority 
of the agent may be revoked by the lunacy 
of the principal,t the existence of the lunacy, 
before it could have that effect, must be estab 
lished by inquisition. There would be no safety 
in admitting any other evidence of a fact which is to 
have an operation so extensive, and sound policy requires 
us to adopt this rule. The mere existence of lunacy 
never operates to revoke a power until the fact is judi- 
cially established. In such a case there can be no ob- 
jection to allowing the effect which the lunacy thus 
proved might have on the power, for a committee would 
then be appointed to take charge of the principal's 
estate. Due notice would be given, and all the parties 
having an interest in the subject would be apprised of 
the true state of facts, and would thus be put upon their 
guard.” Bell, in his Commentaries (vol. 1, p. 489), 
adopts a somewhat similar view. He says that ‘‘ insanity 
is not an implied natural termination of a mandate; nor 
is there an existing will to recall the former appointment; 
nor is the act notorious by which the public may be 
aware of such failure of capacity. The strong ground 
of good sense is that insanity is distinguished from death 
by the want of notoriety—that all general delegations of 
power on which a credit is once raised with the trading 
world subsist in force to bind the grantor till they are 
recalled by some public act or public notice.” 
It seems to be difficult to distinguish the case 
of the lunacy of the principal from that of his 
death on the grounds suggested above. The fact of 
death may be usually capable of easy proof, but that 
does not appear to be material. The material question: 
is whether it is a notorious fact so as to reach the public 
who deal with the agent ; and we do not see how it can be 
said to deserve this description any more than lunacy. The 
notion that in the case of death another person is substi- 
tuted in place of the principal—viz., the executor—is, 





of course, a transparent fallacy. The executor simply: 
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represents the deceased principal. If the decision of the 
matter is to be governed by analogy, the lunacy of the 
principal, equally with his death, would seem to put an 
end to the authority of the agent; and Lord Justice 
Brett laid it down in the recent case that 
“‘the true ground of the doctrine is that the agent, 
being a person appointed to act for the principal, from 
the moment the principal himself could not act accord- 
ing to law, the agent who represents him cannot act for 
him. Incase of lunacy, to the extent of the lunacy 
in this case, lunacy so great that the principal can have 
no contracting mind, and so great that the person who 
contracted with him must see that the principal 
was a person who could not contract himself, who 
could not do a legal act himself for want of mind, 
then, if the principle I have stated is true, as the principal 
himself could not contract or do the act himself, his 
agent cannot do so for him, and that is the principle on 
which I think the authority is put an end to.” Lord 
Justice Bramwell seems to have assented to this doctrine, 
with some qualification, but Lord Justice Cotton reserved 
his opinion on the point. 

The decision of the court turned upon another ques- 
tion. What is the effect of the insanity of the principal 
where, before he became insane, he represented that 
his agent had authority to act for him, and after- 
wards, upon the strength of this representation, 
and without notice of the principal’s lunacy, a person 
deals with the agent? If, for instance, a power of 
attorney is given to an agent by a person who afterwards 
becomes a lunatic, it is a representation by the principal, 
at a time when he was sane, that this person might act 
for him; and in such a case, if the agent acts with a 
person not having notice of the lunacy, he does so with 
the authority held out by the lunatic when sane. In 
the recent case the defendant, before his insanity, repre- 
sented to the plaintiff that the defendant’s wife was his 
agent to contract debts in the way of the plaintiff’s trade 
with him, and that the plaintiff might continue to deal 
with her on that representation of the defendant that 
she had authority to contract for him. The Court of 
Appeal unanimously held that the principal who subse- 
quently becomes lunatic is liable on contracts made by 
the agent with the person to whom the authority has 
been held out, and who has no notice of the lunacy. 
“Suppose,” said Lord Justice Brett, “ there is no lunacy 
at all, and that a person holds out another to be his agent, 
and then of his own accord withdraws that agency, and 
that, therefore, as between the principal and the agent 
the authority to bind the principal has ceased, then the 
agent does a wrongful act with regard to the principal 
in binding him; nevertheless, if the principal made a 
Tepresentation that that person was his agent to the 
person with whom the agent acts, and the latter acts 
with the agent before he receives any notice of the re- 
vocation of the agency at all, the principal is bound, on 
the ground that he did make a representation on which 
the other party had a right to act, and cannot retract 
from the consequences of that representation. But it is 
true if the principal becomes a lunatic he cannot him- 
self give any notice, and he may therefore be an innocent 
sufferer; but so is the other person an innocent sufferer; 
and it isa principle of law that where there are two 
innocent persons the one who has been the original 
cause of the representation or state of things on which 
bent other acts is, on the whole, the person who must 

er,” 








In the United States Cirenit Court at San Francisco, on 
the 7th ult., says the Albany Law Journal, Mr. Justice 
Field decided what is is known as the “queue cutting 
ordinance” to be invalid, being in conflict with the four- 
teenth amendment. The ordinance prescribed that the 
Queues of all Chinamen imprisoned in the county jail for 
Petty offences should be cut off, and was expected to prove a 

ong detriment to that class of criminals. 





THE NEW LEGAL OFFICES. 


Now that nearly all the rooms at present available in 
the new legal offices are tenanted, it may be convenient 
to our readers to give, for reference, a statement of the 
rooms occupied by each office. 

It should be observed that the rooms are numbered 
consecutively throughout, beginning with number 1 at 
the entrance in the Strand on the basement floor to 46 
on the same floor; then from 47 at the Carey-street end 
of the ground floor to 87 at the Strand end; then on the 
court floor from 88 at the Strand end to 146 at the 
Carey-street end; from 147 at the same end of the second 
floor to 203 at the Strand end; and from 204 at the 
Strand end of the third floor to 248 at the Carey-street 
end of the same floor, thus :— 


1 ‘7 Basement . ‘ » 46 e 

a 87 ‘ Ground Floor . . a 

3 88 . CourtFlor . .146 & 

3 203 F Second Floor ° ca 6 

204 * Third Floor ‘ - 248 o 

OFFICES. 
Cuancery Division. 
Numb: 

oF ee Floor. 

143 = Official Solicitor Court Floor 


Mr. H. L. Pemberton 
47 Filing, Report, and Affidavit Office Ground floor 


48 Stamps ” 
49 Writ and Appearance Office : 9” 
52-63 Chancery Pay Office (not yet oc- a 
cupied) 
117 Mr. Registrar Clowes Court floor 
118 Mr. Registrar Pemberton * 
125 Mr. Registrar King oa 
126 Mr. Registrar Latham ‘“~ 
127 Mr. Registrar Merivale = 
128 Mr. Registrar Leach » 
135 Senior Clerk to Registrars and a 
Library 
136 Cause Books, &c. - 
138 Orders of Course * 


139 Entering Seal 
148 Chancery Enrolment Office (Lord 


Romilly) Second floor 
156 { Mr. Registrar Teesdale } 
Mr. Registrar Ward si 
164 Mr. Registrar Farrer Ps 
165 Mr. Registrar Koe = 
Mr. Registrar Cobby = 
166 Mr. Registrar Jackson Ss 
220 ~=Stationer to Taxing Master Third floor 
222 Mr. Drew, Taxing Master fe 
223 Mr. Shadwell - ice 
229 Mr, Buckley a pa 
230 Mr. Davidson ‘“ a 
233 Mr. Spofforth ee a 
238 Mr. Bloxam ae es 
239 Mr. Skirrow ” ” 
242 Mr. Wainewright ,, ” 
243 «Waiting room 2 
246 ~= Library os 
Queen’s Bencu Drviston, 
2 Bills of Sale (Registering) Basement. 
4 Bills of Sale (Searches and Copies) Pa 
5 Registry of Judgments - 
6 Inland Revenue (Stamps) e 
81 Rule Office Ground Floor, 
Writ, Appearance and Judg- 
84 ment Office. ” 
0. to Z. 
85 do. 
. } G. to N. - 


do. 
86 Ja. to F. t = 
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Number 
of room. 


106 
107 
109 
110 
111 
112 
114 
192 
193 


Floor. 


Money into and out of Court Court Floor. 
Taxing Office ” 
Master Francis pe 
Master Brewer pu 
Master Philip Smith % 
Master Hodgson * 
Master Manley Smith ‘s 
Acknowledgment Office Second Floor. 
Queen’s Remembrancer ” 


Common Pxrzas Division. 
Writ, Appearance and Judgment Ground floor 
Office. 
A. to F. 
70-71 


68-69 


72-73 


77 Solicitors’ Waiting-room 

83 Rule Office 
Master Bennett 
Master Airey 
Master Gordon 
Master Kaye 
Master Dodson 
Waiting-room 

ExcHequer Drvision. 

Rule Office 
Money into and out of Court 
Master Sir Fredk. Pollock 
Master Walton 
Master George Pollock 
Master Hon. R. Butler 
Master Johnson 


Ground floor 
Second floor 


Lrwacy. 
Mr. Registrar Wilde 
Clerks to Lunacy Registrar 
Clerks to Visitors 

do 

Dr. Crichton Brown, Visitor 
Bvuard Room 
Dr. L. Robertson, Visitor 
Chief Clerk to Visitors 
Master Barlow 
Master Nicholson 
Stationer to Masters 


Court floor 
Second floor 








At the Warwick Assizes on Monday Lord Justice Thesi- 
ger, in his charge to the grand jury, said he could not con- 
clude without expressing his deep regret that, owing to the 
postponement of the passing of the Criminal Code, the 
English Jaw in regard to cases of murder should stil] remain 
in a state which was entirely out of harmony with the tone 
of public sentiment, and he would add of all humane and 
reasonable sentiment. Any one who had thought at all upon 
this subject must admit that murder was a crime which 
admitted of classification, He hoped that if before long the 
Criminal Code passed there would be this classification of 
the various forms of;murder, It was abhorrent to the mind 
of every humane person to find placed in the same category a 
woman who, at a time that she was suffering from consider- 
able bodily and mental anguish, got rid of her newly-born 
child, with such cases as they recently had at Derby, where 
a woman wickedly endeavoured to commit an illegal act on 
another, and by her ignorant and unskilful mode, caused 
death: It was repulsive to all their feelings to find these 
cases classified with such as that of Palmer, of wilful and 
—— murder, cr even with sucha case as that which 

ad recently met with the just penalty of the law, which 
was accompanied with brutal and ferecious violexce. His 
lordship expressed his hope that the code would soon be 
passed, for the present system had a demoralizing effect 
upon juries, and frequently imposed upon judges the 
humiliating duty of parsing solemn sentences, which they 
and everyone felt to be a sham. 





—$____ 


Rehiews. 


AGRICULTURAL LAW. 


Tue Law or THE Farm; wirn a Dicest or Cases, ayp 
INCLUDING THE AGRICULTURAL Ovustoms oF ENGLanp 
anp Watss. By Henry Hatt Drxon, Barrister-at- 
Law. Fovurtrn Epirion. By Henry Perxrns, Barris- 
ter-at-Law. Stevens & Sons. 


Mr. Dixon’s book had very considerable merit, with 
one very glaring fault. The merit lay in the fact that 
the book collected together all the legal topics with 
which the farmer was likely to be concerned, stated fully 
and with fair accuracy the effect of the decisions, gave 
judiciously selected, if too long, extracts from judgments, 
and contained a carefully-compiled account of the 
different agricultural customs. The fault was the ar- 
rangement, or rather want of arrangement, of the matter, 
The learned author appeared to have prepared certain 
general headings into which he pitchforked his notes, 
without much regard to their sequence. Thus, even in 
his third edition, while upon the subject of warranty of 
horses as sound and quiet in harness, the reader was 
suddenly taken onto the sale of horses on Sunday, and 
after a little excursus on this matter, and on “ covering 
mares on Sunday,” was brougat back again to warranty, 
This was as bewildering as it was apparently unnecessary, 
unless, indeed, the subject of Sunday trading had been 
overlooked when the previous part of the chapter was 
printed off. 

The work now appears in an enlarged and hand- 
some shape, contrasting very favourably in this respect 
with the last edition. The editor tells his readers in the 
preface that “the whole work has been revised,” but the 
result of our investigation is to show that this revision 
has been conducted with great reverence for Mr. Dixon's 
text. The reader is still trotted off from warranty to 
Sunday trading, and back again to warranty; much 
irrelevant matter has been retained, and little change 
is discernable in the arrangement. This respect for 
Mr. Dixon’s text is shown in the first chapter, on 
agricultural customs. Taking the account of the 
customs in Staffordshire, which we have looked into, 
we find that this is reprinted from the last edition, 
even to a grammatical error towards the close of the 
section. Now, one of the characteristics of agricul- 
tural customs is that they change or are added to 
from time to time. As the Central Chamber of Agricul- 
ture pointed out in their reports on unexhausted im- 
provements, published in 1875, customs affecting allow- 
ances to an outgoing tenant have been considerably 
changed by additions from time to time within living 
memory. Both Mr. Dixon and his editor recognize this 
fact, for in the second paragraph of his first chapter 
(reprinted by Mr. Perkins) Mr. Dixon points out that of 
late years in many parts of the country a usage has 
sprung up which confers a right on the outgoing tenant 
to be reimbursed for certain other expenses incurred by 
him in cultivation beyond those of mere ordinary hus- 
bandry. Among other newly-created customs, the 
Central Chamber of Agriculture state, in the second of 
the reports referred to, that in 1848 “there was no 
allowance in Staffordshire for purchased oil-cake, feeding 
stuffs, and artificial manure, or for marling, boning, 
liming, planting quick-set hedges, or draining, all which 
are now subjects for compensation in, at.any rate, the 
southern division of that county.’ Tuming to the 
account of the custom in Staffordshire in the work 
before us, we find the statement that “there is no 
custom to show to allow compensation to the tenant 
for marling, or for the application of artificial manure 
of any description. There is, in fact, no other custom 
as between incoming and outgoing tenant than the com- 
pensation for seeds, straw, and hay.” As regards Not- 
tinghamshire, again, Mr. Perkins repeats Mr. Dixon's 
statement that ‘the custom of the country does not 
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asually allow anything for drainage,” but “in some parts 


of the country an allowance has been made for drainage.” 
The Central Chamber says that allowances for draining 


were “only partially introduced” in 1848, but “are | 


now universally the custom” in the county. 

Mr. Perkins states in his preface that “all cases 
interesting to agriculturalists which have been decided 
up to the present time have been added.” A good many 
new cases have been added, but we cannot say that the 
statement in the preface is quite borne out by our 
examination of the book. We find no reference to the 
important case of Bradburn v. Foley (26 W. R. 423), 
decided on February 1, 1878, where it was held that the 
landlord, and not the incoming tenant, is in all cases 
liable, in the first instance, to the outgoing tenant for 
the amount of his compensation; and that a custom that 
where there is an incoming tenant, he, and not the land- 
lord, should compensate the outgoing tenant, was 
unreasonable; nor have we discovered Erskine v. Adeane 
(21 W. R. 802), which decided a number of points of 
interest to agriculturalists, or Musgrave v. Horner (23 
W. R. 125), where the Master of the Rolls laid it down 
that the court will not grant a mandatory injunction to 
compel a lessee to cultivate in a husbandlike manner in 
accordance with the covenants in his lease. 

A sketch of the provisions of the Agricultural Hold- 
ings Act is given at the end of chapter 1, in which it is 
stated that ‘‘ section 51 is very important, seeing that 
by it a year’s notice to quit is necessary instead of half 
a year’’; but we have failed to find any reference to this 
provision in the part.of the book relating to notice to 
quit, or any more accurate notice of this important sec- 
tion. On the whole, while we have no doubt the book 
will be found useful, we cannot say that it has been 
much improved. 











Pew Orvers, Ete. 
VACATION NOTICES. 


Hicn Court or Justicx, Cuancery Drvision. 
Lone Vacarion, 1879, 


During the vacation, until further notice, all applica- 
tions which may require to be immediately or promptly 
heard are to be made to the Honourable Mr. Justice 
Stephen, or the Honourable Mr. Justice Bowen. 

One of the‘vacation judges will sit in the court of Vice- 
Chancellor Bacon at Lincoln’s-inn at 11 a.m, on Wed- 
nesday in every week, until further notice, for the 
purpose of hearing such applications. 

No case will be placed in the court paper unless leave 
has been previously obtained, or a certificate of counsel 
that the case requires to be immediately or promptly 
heard, and stating concisely the reasons, is left with the 
papers. 

Application for leave to give short or other special 
notice of motion may be made at the chambers of Vice- 
Chancellor Bacon, 11, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn. 

The necessary papers relating to every application 
made to the vacation judges are to be left with, or 
addressed (under cover marked outside Chancery Vaca- 
tion Papers) to, Mr. Gloster, Room 136, Chancery Regis- 
‘trars’ Chambers, Royal Courts of Justice, before one 
o’clock on the Monday previous to the day on which the 
application is intended to be made. 

Tn any case of great urgency the brief of counsel is 
to be sent to the judge by book post, or parcel, prepaid, 
accompanied by office copies of the affidavits in support 
of the application, and also by a minute, on a separate 
sheet of paper, signed by counsel, of the order he may 
consider the applicant is entitled to, and an envelope 
capable of receiving the papers and addressed as follows : 
“ Chancery Official Letter: To the Registrar in Vacation, 
Chancery Registrars’ Chambers, Royal Courts of Justice, 
London, W.0.” 


On applications for injunctions or writs of ne exeat 
Regno, in addition to the above, there must also be sent 
a copy of the writ, and a certificate of writ issued. 

The paperssent to the judge will be returned to the 


registrar. 

The address of the judge for the time being acting 
as vacation judge in the Chancery Division, can be ob- 
tained on application at the Chancery Registrars’ Cham- 
bers. A 
The chambers of the Vice-Chancellor Bacon will be 
open on Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, and Friday in 
every week, from eleven till one o’clock. 

Chancery Registrars’ Chambers, Royal Courts of Justice. 





NOTICE TO SOLICITORS. 


On and after the 20th of August, the registrar in 
attendance will, for the purpose of facilitating vacation 
business, sign Certificates for Sale and Transfer on Tues- 
day and Friday ia every week, and on Tuesday only 
in every week will make alterations necessary in orders 
to be acted on by the Chancery Paymaster. 
On Monday and Saturday in every week the registrars’ 
chambers will be open from ten till eleven, for the pur- 
pose of drawing and passing orders for injunctions of 
an urgent nature received by post on those days from 
the vacation judge. 

On every other day the registrars’ chambers will be 
open from eleven till one o’clock. 


E. J. Consy, ‘s r 
H. T. Jacxeon, t Vacation Registrars. 

Chancery Registrars’ Chambers, Royal Courts of Jus- 
tice, August 10. 









On taking his seat at the Leeds Assizes, on the 28th ult., 
Lord Justice Bramwell asked if the provisional entry of causes 
had proved beneficial. Mr. Wills said that, so far as he could 
see, the arrangement lad been most beneficial. Mr. Cave 
had pleasure in concurring in the remarks of his friend Mr. 
Wills. The arrangement had been of great advantage to 
the bar, as it enabled them to know what cases were to be 
taken first. The thanks of the bar were due to Mr. Marshall. 
His lordship said he suggested the idea, but Mr. Marshall, 
registrar of the Leeds County Court, had had the trouble of 
carrying the arrangement out— the gratuitous trouble, because 
it was no gain tohim. He could not but think it was an ua- 
mixed boon. Before the provisional entries there was no 
knowing which cases were coming on first, and every de- 
fendant had to be ready with his witnesses on the first day 
of the assizes. Mr. Cave said he had a case in point. He 
was in a case where there were sixty-nine witnesses, some of 
whom came from Scotland, and all of whom, under 
the old arrangement, would have had to be present 
on the first day of the assizes, at enormous ex- 
pense. His lordship said he was told that some 
gentlemen at Wakefield or Sheffield complained that the 
arrangement gave an advantage to the Leeds solicitors ; 
because Leeds solicitors were on the spot, and solicitors at 
Wakefield or Sheffield had to come a few miles, and were 
not allowed their costs for provisional entries. A boy could 
be sent over at the cost of a few shillings, or he should 
think Mr. Marshall would receive the entries by post if they 
were properly stamped. If the arrangement were not 
successful, it must not be repeated. The leaders of the 
bar concurred in the opinion that the arrangement had been 
successful, and Mr. Waddy said he was instructed by a 
Huddersfield solicitor to say that it had been an advantage 
to the profession at Huddersfield. His lordship, on seeing 
the cause list afterwards, said: Of the twenty-one causes 
entered that day, only two were from Leeds, the others 
being from Huddersfield, Wakefield, and those places 
which were supposed tocomplaiv. There were people who 
objected to anything, however convenient it might be, and 
there would have to bea straggle to keep the arrangement 
up. Mr, Wills said: I hope we sball be strong enough to 








keep it up. 
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Cases uf the Week. 


Court or BANKRUPTCY —JURISDICTION—FOREIGNER REsI- 
DENT ABROAD, BUT TRADING IN ENGLAND—AcT OF Bank- 
RUPTCY — EXECUTION LEVIED ON Goops IN ENGLAND — 
Bankrtptcy Act, 1869, ss. 6,8.—In a case of Ex parte 
Blain, before the Court of Appeal on the Ist inst., a ques- 
tion arose as to the jurisdiction of the Court of Bankruptcy 
over foreigners. A firm, trading at Liverpool and in Lon- 
don, consisted of seven partners, some of whom were Eng- 
lishmen residing in England, but two of whom were 
Chilian subjects, domiciled and permanently resident in 
Chili, where the same partners also carried on business 
under a different firm. The Chilian partners had never 
been in England. A petition in bankruptcy was presented 
against all the members of the English firm, founded upon a 
debt contracted by the firm in England in the course of the 
English trading. The petition alleged that the respondents 
had committed an act of bankruptcy, in that an execution 
had been levied by seizure and sale, inrespect of a judgment 
debt for more than £50, of goods of the firm in England. 
The judgment had been recovered in an action in the 
Queen’s Bench Division against the English firm, the writ 
in the action having been served on an English partner 
of the firm at the principal place of business at Liver- 
poo], according to the provisions of rule 6 of order 9. 
An order was made ex parte, under rule 66 of the 
Bankruptcy Rules, 1870, for service of the bankruptcy 
petition on the two Chilian partners in Chili. On the 
heasing of the petition they appeared under protest, not 
submitting to the jurisdiction of the court, and asked 
that the order for service of the petition upon them might 
be discharged, on the grounds that the court had no juris- 
diction over them, and that they had not committed any act 
of bankruptcy. Mr. Registrar Pepys discharged the order, 
on the ground that, as the Chilian partners had never, so far 
as appeared, had any notice of the action, or any opportunity 
of paying the judgment debt, the levy of the execution was 
not an act of bankruptcy by them. The Court of Appeal 
(James, Brett, and Cotton, L.JJ.) affirmed the decision, on 
the ground that the court had no jurisdiction over the 
applicants. It was urged that the case fell literally within 
the words of section 6 of the Bankruptcy Act, and that an 
act of bankruptcy had been committed by the firm, and, 
therefore, by all the members of it, by the levy of the execu- 
tion on goods of the firm in England, especially having 
regard to those provisions of the Judicature Rules (ord. 16, 
r. 10, and ord. 42, r. 8) which enable partners to be sued in 
the name of their firm, and provide that, when a judgment 
is against partners in the vame of the firm, execution may 
issue. against the property of the partners as such. The 
court (James, Brett,and Cotton, L.JJ.), however, held that the 
provisions of the Bankruptcy Act do not apply to foreigners 
who have never been within the jurisdiction of the English 
Bankruptcy Court, on the principle that English legisla- 
tion affects only English subjects and foreigners who come 
either permanently or temporarily into England, unless a 
7. intention is clearly expressed or necessarily to be 
implied. James, L.J., said, also, that acts of bankruptcy are 
spoken of in section 6 of the Act as “acts or defaults,” 
which implies something done or omitted by the debtor 
personally, and Brett, L.J., said that he did not see how an 
act of bankruptcy could be committed by a firm as such. 


Paoor tn Bankrurtcy—Loan To TraDER—COMPETITION 
witn CREeDITors For VaLuE—Partyersuie LAw AMEND- 
MENT Act, 1865 (28 & 29 Vict. c. 86), 88. 1, 5—BANKRUPTCY 
Act, 1869, s. 32.—In a case of Ez parte Taylor, before the 
Court of Appeal on the 31st ult., a question arose with 
reference to the Partnership Law Amendment Act of 1865 
(commonly known as Boviil’s Act). Section 1 of the Act 
provides that the advance of money by way of loan to a 
trader, upon a contract in writing that the lender shall receive 
a rate of interest varying with the profits, or a share of the 
profits, shall not, of itself, constitute the lender a partner. 
Bat, by section 5, in the event of the eal > J of the 
borrower, or his death in insolvent circumstances, “the lender 
of any such loan as aforesaid shall not be entitled to recover 
any portion of his principal, or of the profits or interest pay- 
able in respect of such Joan, - until the claims of the 


other creditors of the said trader for valuable consideration in 


‘ 





——, 


‘money or money’s worth have been satisfied.” In Ex parte, 

Taylor a loan was made to a trader, who was then carrying. 
on a business at Manchester, upon an agreement that the. 
lender should receive half the profits of the business. The 
borrower six years afterwards discontinued the business, 
and commenced a different business at Barnsley, and two 
years after that he filed a liquidation petition. The lender 
tendered a proof in respect of the loan in the liquidation, and, 
if his proof was admitted, resolutions which had been pro~ 
posed at the first meeting of the creditors in favour of a 
liquidation by arrangement were not carried by the proper 
majority. The Chief Judge held that, by virtue of section. 
5 of Bovill’s Act, the proof could not be admitted in com- 
petition with the other creditors, and that the resolutions. 
were properly carried, and must be registered. Before the 
Court of Appeal it was urged that section 5 only postponed 
the lender in such a case to the creditors of the particular 
business in respect of which the loan was made, or at the 
most to creditors whose debts were contracted while that 
business was being carried on. The court (James, Brett,. 
and Cotton, L.JJ.), however, held that it was impossible to 
limit the generality of the words of section 5, and that the 
postponement took effect in relation to the claims of all the: 
creditors of the borrower for value. It was also urged that 
section 5 has been in effect repealed by section 32 of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1869, which provides that, with the excep- 
tion of certain specified debts, all debts proveable under a 
bankruptcy are to be paid pari passu, the effect of which 
is, as was decided in Ex parte Pottingér (26 W. R. 648, L. R.. 
8 Ch. D. 621), to place debts arising out of voluntary bonds 
or covenants of a bankrupt on the same footing as debts for 
valuable consideration. The court, however, held that 
section 5 of Bovill’s Act could not have been repealed by 
this general provision. It was further urged that, even if the 
lender could not receive any dividend until the other creditors 
had been paid in full, bis proof ought to be admitted for the 
purpose of entitling him to vote on the appointment of trustee, 
and the discharge of the debtor. But the court held 
that the proof could not be admitted even for this 
purpose, 





Decision at CHAMBERS—TIME FOR APPEALING TO 
DivistonaL Court—Orp. 54, x. 6 (Marcu, 1879).—In a 
case of Stirling v. Du Barry, before the Court of Appeal on 
the 4th inst., a question arose as to the construction of the 
above rule, which provides that ‘in, the Queen’s Bench, 
Common Pleas, and Exchequer Divisions, every appeal to 
the court from any decision at chambers shall be by motion, 
and shall be made within eight days after the decision ap- 
pealed against, or, if no court to which such appeal can be 
made shall sit within eight days, then on the first day on 
which any such court may be sitting after the expiration of 
such eight days.” An order was made on the 20th of June 
by Field, J., in chambers, that the defendant should pay the 
plaintiff’s costs of the action. On the 24th of June the de- 
fendant served notice of a motion in the Queen’s Bench Divi- 
sion on the 28th of June, or so soon thereafter as counsel 
could be heard, to set aside the order of Field, J. The 28th 
of June was not a day on which the court sat to hear motions, 
and so the motion was not made on that day. It was made 
on the 30th of June, but was refused by the Divisional Court 
as being too late. The court said that an application might 
have been made on the 28th of June to extend the time for 
moving. The Court of Appeal (James, Breit, and Cotton, 
L.JJ.) affirmed this decision. 


Costs—TaxaTION—InTERLOCUTORY OrpDER.—In a case 
of Phillips v, Phillips, before the Court of Appeal on the 
4th inst., the action was brought in the Queen’s Bench 
Division. The defendants applied in chambers for an order 
to strike out the | ae ge ’s statement of claim. The judge in 
chambers refused the application, and his decision was 
affirmed by the Divisional Court. The Court of Appeal on 
the 19th of December, 1878, reversed the judgment of the 
Divisional Court, with costs of the appeal and of the pro- 
ceedings in the court below. The defendants then applied 
to have the costs taxed under the order of the Court of 
Appeal, but the master declined to tax them, and expressed 
an opinion that the taxation must stand/over until after the 
termination of the action. A summons to tax the costs was 
then taken out, but Field, J., in chambers, declined to inter- 
fere with the decision of the master. The application was 
then made by original motion to the Court of Appeal 
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(James, Brett, and Cotton, L.JJ.), who, without laying down 
any general rule as to the practice about taxation in the 
common law divisions, said that their order of the 19th of 
December had directed the costs in question to be paid, and 
they must, therefore, be taxed and paid at once. And they 
accordingly directed the master to tax the coats, and ordered 
that the costs of the application should be costs of the 
appeal. 





PracticE—AppINnc To Accounts DirecTeD BY DeEcREE 
—Fraup—Detay—Orp. 33.—On the 5th inst., the Court 
of Appeal (James, Brett, and Cotton, L.JJ.) affirmed the 
decision of Fry, J., in Barber v. Mackrell (27 W. R. 794, 
ante, p. 682). The suit was commenced in 1867 to ad- 
minister the estate of a deceased solicitor, and an ordinary 
administration decree was made in April, 1867. The former 
partner of the testator claimed to be a creditor for a large 
sum in respect of the partnership, and also filed affidavits 


calleging that the testator had, during the partnership, 


improperly withdrawn, for his own purposes, large sums from 
the partnership moneys, and had caused the cashier of the 
firm to make false entries in the books. In December, 1871, 
after these affidavits had been filed, an order was made that, 
in addition to the accounts and inquiries directed by the 
decree, accounts should be taken of the partnership dealings 
and transactions, and inquiries should be made as to the 
assets and debts of the firm. This order was made on the 
application of the executrix, and the surviving partner con- 
sented to be bound as if he had been made a party to a suit 
with the like object. In February, 1878, he applied by 
summons to have another account added—viz., an account 
of the sums in which the testator was indebted to him for 
sums fraudulently retained or improperly applied by the 
testator. Fry, J., held that the affidavits which had been 
filed before December, 1871, were equivalent to pleadings 
raising an issue of fraud, and that there was jurisdiction 
to add the account asked for, and the Court of Appeal 
affirmed this decision. 


——e 


Lessor anD Lessee—Covenant To Repalgz—ENTRY OF 
Lessor FoR Purpose or Repair—Trespass—INJUNCTION 
—JuDICATURE Act, 1873, s. 24, SUB-SECTION 8.—In a case 
of Stocker v. The Planet Building Society, before the Court 
of Appeal on the 5th inst., the plaintiff was the lessee of the 
defendants, the lease containing the usual covenants to re- 
[org a power of re-entry for breach of the covenants, 

ut there was no power for the lessors to do repairs in case 
of the default of the lessee. ‘The lessors gave the lessee 
notice to execute some repairs, and the lessee omitted to do 
them. The lessors themselves held the property under a 
lease from a superior landlord, which was liable to be forfeited 
for non-repair, and they gave notice to their lessee that they 
should do the repairs themselves and charge him with the 
cost. And, in pursuance of this notice, they entered and 
commenced doing the repairs. The action was brought 
alleging that the defendants’ entry was a trespass, and claim- 
ing an injunction to restrain it. The Master of the Rolls 
| ma an interlocutory injunction (27 W. R. 793), and his 

ecision was affirmed by the Court of Appeal (James, Brett, 
-and Cotton, L.JJ.). 


Practice—Wrirt Spreciatty Inporsep—Leave To De- 
Drrrnp—DrFenvaNt CorporaTIoN—Orp. 14, RR. 1, 3.— 
Tn a case of Shelford v. The South and East Coast Railway 
Company, before the Court of Appeal, on the 6th inst., the 
question arose, whether rules 1 and 3 of order 14 apply to a 
defendant corporation. Rule 1 of that order, as it originally 
stood, provided that ‘when the defendant appears on a 
writ of summons specially indorsed, the plaintiff may, on 
affidavit notifying the cause of action, and swearing that 
in his beliof there is no defence to the action, call on the 
defendant to show cause before the court or a judge why the 
plaintiff should not be at liberty to sign final judgment for 
the ameunt so indorsed, together with interest, if any, and 
costs ; and the court or judge may, unless the defendant, 
by affidavit or otherwise, satisfy the court or judge that he 
‘has &@ good defence to the action on the merits, or disclose 
stch facts as the court or judge may think sufficient to en- 
title him to be permitted to ‘efend the action, make an 
order empowering the plaintiff to sign judgment accordingly.” 
And by rule 8, “the defendant may show cause against such 
“pplication, by offering to bring into court the sum indorsed 





on the writ, or by affidavit. In such‘affidavit he shall state 
whether the defence he alleges goes to the whole or to part 
only, and if so, to what part, of the plaintiff’s claim.” It 
was held in Frederiei v. Vanderzee (25 W. R. 389, L. R. 2 
C. P. D. 70), and in Bank of Montreal v. Cameron (25 W.R. 
593, L. R. 2 Q. B. D. 536), that under rule 1 the plaintiff 
must make the affidavit himself, and that the rule did not 
apply to a plaintiff corporation, inasmuch as a corporation 
could not make an affidavit, and the words ‘‘swear- 
ing that in his belief there is no defence to the 
the action” could not therefore apply to them. 
The court was of opinion that this was a merely acci- 
dental omission from the rule, and that there was no 
intention to exclude corporations from the benefit of the 
provision, but that corporations were not present to the 
minds of the framers of the rule. In consequence of these 
decisions, rule 1 was in May, 1877, abrogated, and a new 
rule substituted for it, which differed from the original rule 
ouly by the insertion (after the words “the plaintiff may 
on affidavit”) of the words “made by himself, or by any 
other person who can swear positively to the debt or cause 
of action.” But no alteration was made in rule 3. In 
Shelford v. The South and East Coast Railway Company 
it was contended that rule 3 has no application to a defend- 
ant corporation, because a curporation cannot itself make an 
affidavit. The Exchequer Division (Lord Coleridge, 
C.J., and Field, J.), contrary to their own opinion, 
but on the authority of the decision of the Queen’s 
Bench Division (Cockburn, C.J., and Mellor, J., dissentiente 
Manisty, J.), in Minehead v. The Direct United States 
Cable Company (27 W. R. 708), held that rule 3 applies to 
a defendant corporation, and this decision was affirmed by 
the Court of Appeal (James, Brett, and Cotton, L.JJ.), who 
held that rule 3 does not in any way limit or cut down the 
generality of the words of rule 1—“ Unless the defendant, 
by affidavit or otherwise, satisfy the court that he has a 
good defence.” Either these words meant: that the affidavit 
might be made by some person other than the defendant, or 
the words “ or otherwise” permitted the defendant to satisfy 
the court by other evidence than his own affidavit. Cotton, 
L.J., however, said that he did not think the court ought to 
be satisfied that there was a good defence to the action 
without an affidavit by the defendant, if he was a person 
capable of making an affidavit; in such a case the defendant 
ought to pledge his own oath. 





OrrictaL ReFEREE—F Es — Costs — TaxaTion—Two 
CounsEL.—In a case of Anscombe v. Warden, before the 
Court of Appeal on the 6th inst., a question arose as to the 
amount of fees to be charged by an official referee. On the 
31st of January, 1377, an order was made referring the 
action to one of the official referees, or to a special referee to 
be agreed on by the parties. In November, 1877, the 
parties, not being able to agree upon a special referee, came 
to an agreement to refer the matter to one of the official 
referees. On the 24th of April, 1877, an order was made 
by the Lord Chancellor and other judges, that, from that 
date, the fee to be taken by an official referee should be the 
sum of £5 for an entire reference, irrespective of the 
time occupied. Previously to that order the amount 
of the fee was regulated by the time occupied. The 
question was whether the amount of the fee payable 
in Anscombe v. Warden was to be regulated by the old rule 
or the new. The court (James, Brett, and Cotton, L.JJ.), 
held that, as the order for reference was made in January, 
1877, before the new rule was made, the amount of the 
fee must be regulated by the old rule, é.¢., according to the 
time occupied. Another question was whether the costs of 
two counsel attending the reference ought to be allowed 
on taxation. It was urged that there was a fixed rule that 
only the costs of one counsel would be allowed on a refer- 
ence. The district registrar allowed the costs of two 
counsel, Field, J., at chambers, reversed his decision, on 
the ground that primd facie only the costs of one counsel 
ought to be allowed on a reference. The divisional court 
restored the decision of the registrar, on the ground that 
he had exercised his discretion in the matter, The Court 
of Appeal (James, Brett, and Cotton, L.JJ.), refused to 
interfere. Cotton, L.J., said that as a general rule two 
counsel would not be allowed, but the rule is not an inflex- 
ible one. 
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Company—Winpine up Petition—SecurED CREDITOR 
—JupicaturE Act, 1875, 8. 10—Bankruprcy Act, 1869, 
s. 6.—In a case of In re the Western District Bank, before 
the Court of Appeal on the 6th inst., it was objected that a 
winding up petition was demurrable. The petitioner was a 
secured creditor, and he alleged in the petition that the 
company was insolvent. He did not state in the petition (in 
accordance with the provisions of section 6 of the Bankruptcy 
Act, 1869, in relation to bankruptcy petitions), that he would 
be ready to give up his security for the benefit of the 
creditors, in the event of a winding up order being made, nor 
did he state his willingness to give an estimate of the value 
of bis security. It was said that by virtue of section 10 of 
the Judicature Act, 1875, that rule in bankruptcy applies to 
a winding up petition presented by a second creditor. The 
court (James, Brett, and Cotton, L.JJ.), however, said that 
section 10 applies only when a winding up order has been 
made, but does not affect the right to present a winding up 
petition. 





PartTNeRsHIPp—D1ssoLvTION—ReETURN OF PREMIUMS— 
Misconpucr oF Partner Paytne Premium.—In a case of 
Bluck v. Capstick, before Fry, J., on the 29th ult., a ques- 
tion arose as to the return of a premium on the dissolution 
of a partnership. The defendant had agreed to enter into 
partvership with the plaintiff for seven years, and to pay the 
plaintiff a premium of £500. The premium had not been 
paid. <A decree for dissolution was made, and the question 
arose on further consideration whether the defendant ought 
to pay the whole or any part of the premium. The partner- 
ship had only lasted a few months. Fry, J., held that the 
dissolution had been caused entirely by the defendant’s fault, 
and that the case must be dealt with just as if the premium 
had been peid and the defendant was asking for a return of 
it. There was no case in which the court had ordered a 
return of premium to a partner who had been alone in fault. 
The defendant must therefore pay the whole £500. 





Power or ApporntMENT BY DeED oR WILL—INTENTION 
TO Exercise—Bequest OF PROPERTY OVER WHICH TEs- 
TATOR HAD “ ANY BENEFICIAL Power oF Disposition.—In 
a case of Ames v. Cadogan, before Fry, J., on the 29th ult., 
@ question arose whether a testator had by his will exer- 
cised a power of appointment by deed or will among his 
children, which was given to him by his marriage settle- 
ment. He had no other power of appointment. By his 
will he devised and bequeathed to trustees all the residue 
of the real and personal estate of or to which he might be at 
the time of bis death seized or entitled, or over which he 
might have “‘any beneficial power of disposition,’ upon 
trust to sell and convert, and out of the proceeds to pay 
his faneral and testamentary expenses, debts, and legacies, 
and to divide the residue into three equal parts, of which 
one was to be paid to his eldest son, another was to be 
divided among his younger sons, and the third was to be 
divided among his daughters, the share of each daughter 
being settled. Fry, J., held that the words “ beneficial 
power of disposition” could only mean a power which 
the testator could exercise for the benefit of himself or his 
estate, and that the testator could have had no intention of 
exercising the power. 


Sorictrorn—Costs—Cuarcinc Orper—Petitton or 
Scumons—Parries To Be SERVED—JUDICATURE Crt, 
1873, 8. 39.—In a case of Brown v. Trotman, before Fry, J., 
on the 4th inst., the defendant’s solicitor presented a petition 
in the action asking that he might be declared entitled to a 
charge, for costs incurred on behalf of the defendant in the 
action, npon the defendant’s interest in a fund in court in 
the action. Both the plaintiff and the defendant were 
served with the petition. Fry, J., held that the plaintiff 
ought not to have been served, and that the petitioner must 
pay his costs. It was objected that, by virtue of section 39 
of the Judicature Act, 1873, the application ought to have 
been made by summons, and not by petition. But Fry, J., 
said that the practice had been to make such applications by 
petition, and he should not deviate from it, 


SerrtemenT—ULtimate Trust or Wirr’s Property— 


Upton v. Brown, before Fry, J., on the 4th inst., a question 
arose as to the construction of the ultimate trust of the wife’s 
property in a marriage settlement. Provision was made 
for the children of the marriage and for a son of the wife by 
a former marriage, by giving them vested interests af 
twenty-one or marriage. In the event of no child attain. 
ing a vested interest, the ultimate trust, in case the 
husband survived the wife, was as she should by will appoint, 
and, subject thereto, for the persons who would have been 
entitled as her next of kin at the time of her death if she had 
died intestate and without having been married. The wife 
died before the husband, without having exercised the power of 
appointment. The son of the former marriage survived her, 
but died under twenty-one. There were no issue of the 
marriage, The question was whether the son took as next: 
of kin of his mother, or whether her other next of kin took 
in exclusion of the son. It was contended that the case 
was distinguishable from such cases as Wilson v. Atkinson 
(4 De G. J. & S. 455) and In re Ball’s Trust (27 W. R, 
409, L. R. 11 Ch. D. 270), because there was an express. 
trust for the child. But Fry, J., held that the principle of those 
cases applied, and that the son was entitled as next to kin of 
his mother ; thus, in effect, construing the words “ withont 
haying been married ” as equivalent to ‘‘ a widow.” 








Saucieties. 


LAW ASSOCIATION. 


At the usual monthly meeting of the directors, held at the 
hall of the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery-lane, on 
Thursday, 7th of August, the following being present:— 
viz., Mr. Edward Tylee (chairman) and Messrs, Boodle, Burt, 
Burgess, Desborough, jun., Parking, and Scadding, and A. 
B. Carpenter (secretary), grants to the extent of £30 were 
made. Four new members were elected, and the ordinary 
general business was transacted. 








Apputnturents, Ete. 


Mr. Witt1am Fenton Fietcuer Bovcuer, barrister, has: 
been appointed Stipendiary Magistrate for the Borough of 
Wolverhampton, in succession to Mr. Isaac Spooner, resigned. 
Mr. Boughey is the fourth son of the late Sir John Fenton 
Boughey, Bart., M.P. He was born in 1814, and is a 
graduate of Christ Church, Oxford. He was called to the 
bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Trinity Term, 1839, and he has 
practised on the Oxford Circuit, and at the Staffordshire and 
Shropshire Sessions. He has been recorder of the borough 
of Shrewsbury since 1867. 

Mr. Samvuet Canter has been appointed Revising Barris- 
ter for Dorsetshire. Mr. Carter was called to the bar at the 
Middle Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1847, and is a member 
of the Western Circuit. 

Mr. Wittiam JonNson Evans, solicitor, of Ely, has been 
appointed Registrar of the Diocese of Ely by the bishop of 
the diocese. Mr. Evans was admitted a solicitor in 1864, 

and has been for several years deputy-registrar of the 
diocese. He is also clerk to the magistrates at Ely. 

Mr. Cuartes RicHarps Gunner, solicitor, of Bishops 
Waltham, has been appointed Registrar of the Bishops 
Waltham County Court (Circuit No. 51), in succession to 
his partner, Mr. William Renny, who has been appointed: 
Registrar of the Portsmouth County Court. Mr, Gunner 
was admitted a solicitor in 1877, and is clerk to the magis- 
trates at Bishops Waltham, 

Mr. Montagu Hawkins, solicitor, of 115, Leadenhall- 
street, has been appointed a Commissioner to administer 

Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 

Mr. Cuan.es Exton Lonemorg, solicitor, Hertford, was 
on the 2nd inst., unanimously elected Clerk to the Hertford 
(County) Division of Magistrates in the place of his grand- 

father, the late Mr. Philips Longmore. Mr. C. E. Longmore 

obtained the Clement’s-inn (first) Prize at the final exami- 

— in June last, and was admitted a solicitor on the 2lat 

of July. 





*‘Diz WITHOUT HAVING LEEN Manrgiepv,”—In a case of 
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Yeovil, has been elected Clerk to the Wilton Local Board 
and Urban Sanitary Authority, in succession to Mr. Thomas 
Tbring, resigned. Mr. Mayo was admitted a solicitor in 
1830, and is in partnership with Mr. Thomas Worsfold Ran- 
. He is also town clerk of the borough of Wilton, and 
clerk to the magistrates for the Hindon Division of Wilt- 
shire. 

Mr, CHARLEs W1L11AM Patmenr, solicitor (of the firm of 
Barlow, Palmer, & Bonnett), of Cambridge, has been 
appointed Clerk to the County Magistrates in that town, on 
the resignation of his senior partner, Mr. Frederick Barlow, 
who is coroner for Cambridgeshire. Mr. Palmer was 
admitted a solicitor in 1869, and is clerk to the Cambridge 
Improvement Commissioners. 





DISSOLUTION OF PARTNERSHIP. 
Ricoarp Weston Warner and Henry CwHarues 
Burver, solicitors, 21, King-street, Manchester (Warner & 
Burder), (business carried on by Henry Oharles Burder 
under firm of Warner & Burder). June 30. (Gazette, 
August 5.) 








— Companies, 


WINDING UP NOTICES. 
Jormnt Stock CoMPANIEs, 


Liwitep ty CHANCERY, 

Kir Hit Tosner, Limrrep.—V.C. Bacon has, by an order dated July 
15, appointed William Lewis Clifton Browne, Queen st, to be official 
liquidator. Creditors are require, on or before Oct 1, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particenlars of their debts or claims to 
the above. Thursday, Nov 6 at 12, isappointed for hearing and ad- 
judicating upon the debts and claims 

New Amicaste Lire Assurance Company, Limirep.—The M.R., has 
fixed Wednesday, Aug 6 at 12, for the avpointment of an official 
liqaidator, in place of William Brooks, resigned 

Sxerne Iron Works Company, Limrrep.—The M.R. has, by an 
order dated July 14, appointed William Harding, Darliagton, to be 
official liquidator. Creditors are required, on or before Sept 4, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims to the above. Friday, Oct 31, at 11, is appointed for hearing 
and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

(Gazette, Aug 1} 


W. & J. Garvorta, Liwirepv.—Petition for winding up presented 
July 26, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall, on Nov 7. Rooke 
and Son, Gt James st, Bedford row, agents fur Earle and Co, Man- 
chester, solicitors for the petitioner 

(Gazette, Aug 5.] 


County PaLaTINE OF LANCASTER. 
Livtrep tn CHANCERY. 
Mapper Croven Spinning Company, Limirep.—Petition for winding 
+ Up presented July 31, directed to be heard at St George’s Hall, 
Liverpool, before the V.C., on Aug !lat1l0. Trappes and Lan- 
cashire, Manchester, agents for Eastaam, Clitheroe, solicitor for the 


petitioner 
[ Gazette, Aug 1.] 


CounTY PALATINE oF LANCASTER. 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Botton New Loan Socrery.—By an order made by the V.C., dated 
July 22, it was ordered that the above society bs wound up. Bailey 
and Read, and James Riley, solicitors for ths petitioner 

(Gazette, Aug 1.] 
Frrenpty SoctetrEs DissonveD. 
Frienpiy Sociery, Ruilway Hotel, Prestatyn, Flint. July 26 


82. Mary’s TRADESMAN’S PRovipentT Socigty, Saddle aud Stirrups, 
Bilston, Stafford. July 26 (Gazette, Aug 1.] 








Mr. Justice Hawkins finished the Worcester Assizes at 
past midnight on Tuesday, His lordship sat, with a 
slight adjournment, from 10 a.m. on Saturday till a quarter 
to 12 at night, and on Monday from 9 a.m. to 12.30 a.m. 


The Bill which Viscount Sandon has introduced with 
respect to the Railway Commissioners does not in any way 
alter their powers or duties. The measure merely provides 
that the Regulation of Railway Acts of 1873 and 1974, 
under which the commissioners were appointed, and which 
Would otherwise expire on December 31 next, shall continue 
in force until Decemiber 31, 1882. 


At the Leeds Assizes on Saturday, Mr. Justice Stephen 


observed one of the members of the jury reading a local 
newspaper instead of attending to the case which was pro- 
—— His lordship aeesaatatel with the offender 
: @ impropriety of reading newspapers at such a 
time, and fined him 40s, Paes 











Railway Conunission Cases. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
COMMON PLEAS DIVISION.* 

March 20.— Watkinson and others v. The Wrexham, Mold, 

and Connah's Quay Railway Company. 

Special Act—Construction of—Supply of wagons—Private 
“as of Railways Act, 1873 (35 & 36 Vict. 
c. 48), 8. 26. ; 

The A. railway company exclusively worked and 
the B. railway, as lessees of the line under a special Act, which 
provided that the A. company “‘ shall provide and employ all 
such locomotive powers, engines, carriages, wagons, and other 
rolling stock, plant, stores, materials, and labour, as shall be 
proper and sufficient for the working and user of the demised 
undertaking, and the reception, accommodation, conveyance, and 
delivery by the A. company of the traffic thereof, and the B. 
company shall not be bound to provide any such thing.” 

Upon refusal by the A. company to provide wagons for the 
traders’ traffic on the B. railway, 

Held, by the Common Pleas Division of the High Court of 
Justice (affirming the judgment of the Railway Commissioners, 
3 Nev. & Mac. p. 5), that the special Act imposed an obligation 
on the A. company to provide wagons necessary, proper, and 
sufficient for the working and user of the B. railway; and that 
anyone interested in procuring that accommodation had a 

und of complaint under section 2 of the Railway and Canal 

Trl Act, 1854, against the A. company if they refused to 

vide it. 

PSemble, that the A. company were not bound under the 

special Act to provide wagons on privates sidings connected with 

the B. railway. 

Upon the argument of a case stated by the Railway Com- 
missioners under section 26 of the Regulation of Railways. Act, 
1878 (35 & 36 Vict. c. 48), the counsel for the party seeking 
to alter the status in quo has the right to begin. 

This was a special case stated for the opinion of the High 
Court of Justice, by the Railway Commissioners. 

The applicants by their application complained (inter alia) 
that the respondents had neglected to provide and employ 
proper and sufficient wagons and other rolling stock for the 
working and user of the Buckley Railway, and the reception, 
accommodation, conveyauce, and delivery of the traffic 
thereof, and further, that notwithstanding that the respon- 
dents had refused and neglected to supply wagons for the 
conveyance of the applicants’ traffic to Connah’s Quay, 
they wrongfully and improperly charged the applicants, in 
respect of such traffic, the full maximum toll, chargeable in 
cases in which they provide wagons, and had thereby sub- 
jected the traffic of the applicants to an undue and unreason- 
able prejudice and disadvantage. 

And the applicants applied to the railway commissioners 
for anorder (inter alia) directing the respondents to provide 
prover and sufficient wagons and other rolling stock for the 
working and user of the Buckley Railway, and the reception, 
accommodation, conveyance, and delivery of the traflic 
thereof, and restraining the respondents from charging the 
applicants tolls in excess of the maximum tolJs authorized 
by their several Acts. 

The application was heard by the Railway Commissioners, 
who made an order in favour of the applicants. 

Afterwards, by a decision of the Railway Commissioners, 
the following case was stated for the opinion of the court:— 

1. The respondents are the Wrexham, Mold, and Connah’s 
Quay Railway Company, and are lessees of the Buckley 
railway under the powers of the Wrexham, Mold, and 
Connah’s Quay Railway Act, 1873. 

2. The Buckley Railway is a line of railway about five 
miles in length, extending from Buckley to the port of Cons 
nah’s Quay, on the River Dee, where it also has a junction 
with the Chester and Holyhead railway. 

8. The Buckley Railway was constructed by the Buckley 
Railway Company, under the powers of the Buckle 
Railway Act, 1860, and was opened for traffic in the sacuily 
of June, 1862, as a mineral line only, As appears from the 
preamble of the Act, the railway was projected for the A a 
pose of making communication between Buckley and Con- 
nah’s Quay. 

4, From the date of opening to the Ist of July, 1863, the 
Buckley Railway Company worked and managed the said 
railway, but from the lst of July, 1863, the respondents have, 
by agreement, and subsequently under the powers contained 
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in their lease, exclusively worked and managed the whole 
undertaking of the Buckley Railway Company. 

5. Some of the applicants are owners or occupiers of six- 
teen collieries and brickworks adjoining, or near to, the 
Buckley Railway, and have sidings and branch railways 
leading therefrom to their several works. ; 

6. The said branch railways and sidings were all con- 
structed by the applicants or their predecessors, at their own 
expense, some before and some after the month of July, 1863. 
They were constructed under the powers of the Railways 
C au:es Consolidation Act, 1845, and were all approved, both 
as to their plan and mode of construction, as to those con- 
structed before the month of July, 1863, by the engineer of 
the Buckley Company, and as to those constructed after that 
date by the respondents’ engineer. They vary from one to 
two furlongs in length, and are on the lands of, and belong 
to, the applicants, either as owners or lessees. 

7. The traffic of the applicants consists mainly in cecal 
and bricks, which are loaded at the several works into 
wagons, and conveyed by the applicants’ branch railways and 
sidings, and left near the junction with the respondents’ 
railway, at which point they are picked up by the respondents, 
and from thence hauled by them over the respondents’ 
railway to the shipping quays at Connah’s Quay, or inland 
to the junctions with the London and North-Western or 
Great Western Railways. 

8. From the opening of the Buckley Railway in June, 
1862, until the Ist of July, 1863, when the respondents took 
possession, all the coal and brick wagons were provided by 
the several applicants, the Buckley Company's stock con- 
sisting solely of locomotive engines and brake vans. The 
Buckley Company, prior to 1863, made an allowance to such 
of the applicants as then had works on the line off the maxi- 
mum rates and tolls in respect of the supply of wagons by 
such of the applicants. ‘hese rates, subject to variations 
from time to time, which did not affect the question of 
wagors, continued down to the year 1876. Subsequently 
to 1863 the respondents from time to time quoted fresh 
rates to and from places to which, previously, no rates had 
been quoted, but from the time the respondents acquired 
the line in 1863 till the present application no question 
arose between any of the applicants and the respondents re- 
specting the charges for wagons. 

9. The respondents do not, and never have, supplied any 
wagons for the conveyance of coal or bricks on the Buckley 
Railway, or on their own railway, and do not profess to be 
carriers of coal or bricks except in owners’ wagons, but they 
have been in the habit of supplying, in many cases, wagons 
for timber and iron ore, traffic brought by ships to Connah’s 
Quay, and from thence carried over the Buckley Railway to 
‘Wrexham and the Wrexham district, and to other places 
upon and beyond their own line. Such traffic passes the 
junctions with the applicants’ sidings. The respondents 
supply wagons to the applicants for the conveyance of 
bricks from places on the Buckley Railway to places on the 
Great Western and North-Western, and other places beyond 
their system. 

10. By section 36 of the Buckley Railway Act, 1860, 
it is enacted that the company may demand any tolls for the 
use of the railways by that Act authorized, not exceeding 
the following, to wit:— 

In respect of the tonnage of all articles conveyed thereon, 
or upon any part thereof, and included within the following 
classes :— 

Class 1. For all coals, ironstone, iron ore, lead ore, coke, 
culm, charcoal, and cinders, compost, dung and all sorts of 
manure and limestone, wallstones, backing, and pitchers if 
less than a quarter of a ton weight, chalk and all undressed 
materials for the repsir of roads or highways, and for all 
marble, granite, and stones for building and paving, bricks, 
tiles, quarries, slates, clay, lime, sand, and for all other 
minerals per ton per mile not exceeding twopence ; and if 
conveyed in carriages provided by the company, an additional 
sum per ton per mile not exceeding one halfpenny ; and 
if drawn or propelled by an engine belonging to the cum- 
pany, a further sum per ton per mile not exceeding one 
penny. 

Class 2. For all sugar, grain, corn, flour, hides, dyewoods, 
timber, staves, deals, lead, iron, and all other metals, cotton, 
and other wools, manufactured goods, pottery, earthenware, 
and all other wares and merchandise, articles, matters, or 
things, per ton per mile not exceeding fourpence; and if 
conveyed in carriages provided by the company, a further 





sum per ton per mile not exceeding one penny ; and if 
drawn or propelled by an engine belonging to the company, 
a further sum per ton per mile not exceeding twopence. 

Class 3. And for every carriage of whatever description, 
not weighing more than four tons, conveyed on a truck or 
platform provided by the company, per ton per mile notex. 
ceeding sixpence; and if drawn or propelled by an enging 
belonging to the company a further sum per ton per mile 
not exceeding twopence. 

In respect of animals conveyed in carriages upon the 
railways as follows:— 

Class 4. For every horse, mule, ass, or other beast of 
draught or burden, ox, cow, bull, or head of neat cattle, 
conveyed in or upon such carriage, per mile not exceeding 
twopence; and if conveyed in or upon any carriage pro- 
vided by the company an additional sum per mile not 
exceeding one penny; and if such carriage be drawn or 
propelled by an engine belonging to the company, an ad- 
ditional sum per mile not exceeding one penny. 

Class 5. For every calf or pig, sheep, lamb, or other 
small animal, conveyed in or upon any such carriage, the 
sum of one penny per mile ; and if conveyed in any carriags 
provided by the company, an additional sum per mile not 
exceeding one halfpenny; and if such carriage be drawn or 
propelled by an engine belonging to the company, an addi- 
tional sum per mile not exceeding one halfpenny. 

11. By section 37 it is also enacted that the following 
provisions aud regulations shall be applicable to the fixing 
of the tolls and maximum rate of charge on the railways 
(to wit):— 

For articles or animals conveyed on the railways for a 
less distance than two miles, the company may demand 
tolls and charges as for two miles, 

For a fraction of a mile beyond two miles or beyond any 
greater number of miles, the company may demand, in re- 
spect of animals and articles, tolls and charges in propor- 
tion to the numbers of quarters of a mile contained in such 
fraction, and for this purpose a fraction of a quarter of a 
mile shall be deemed a quarter of a mile. 

For a fraction of a ton the company may demand toll ac- 
cording to the numbers of quarters of a ton in such frac- 
tion, and if there be a fraction of a quarter of a ton, such 
fraction shall be deemed a quarter of a ton. 

With respect to all articles the weight shall be deter- 
mined according to the usual avoirdupois weight. Provided 
that with respect to stone and timber the weight may, at 
the option of the company, either be determined by the 
usual avoirdupois weight, or, if they so determine, sixteen 
cubic feet of stone, forty cubic feet of oak, mahogany, teak, 
beech or ash, and fifty cubic feet of any other timber shall 
be deemed one ton weight, and so in proportion for any 
smaller quantity. 

12. By section 38 it is enacted that with respect to small 
packages and single articles of great weight, notwithstand- 
ing the rate of tolls prescribed by this Act, the company 
may demand any tolls not exceeding the following (to wit): 

lor the carriage of small parcels on the railways, or avy 
part thereof, as follows :— 

For any parcel not exceeding seven pounds in weight 
four pence. 

For any parcel exceeding seven pounds in weight, but 
not exceeding fourteen pounds in weight, sixpence. 

For any parcel exceeding fourteen pounds in weight, bat 
net exceeding twenty-eight pounds in weight, eightpence, 

For any parcel exceeding twenty-eight pounds in weight, 
but not exceeding fifty-six pounds in weight, one shilling. 

And for parcels exceeding fifty-six pounds in weight, but 
not exceeding five hundred pounds in weight, the company 
may demand any sum which they think fit. 

Provided that articles sent in large aggregate quantities, 
although made up of separate parcels, such as bagsof sugar, 
coffee, meal, and the like, shall not be deemed small 
parcels, but that term shall apply only to single parcels ia 
separate packages. 

For the carriage of any one boiler, cylinder, or any one 
piece of machinery or single piece of timber or stone, or 
other single article, the weight of which, including the 
carriage, shall exceed four tons, but shall not exceed eight 
tons, the company may demand any sum not exceeding one 
shilling per ton per mile, and, if conveyed in or upon avy 
carriage provided by the company, an additional sum per 
ton per mile not exceeding fourpence ; and, if drawn or 
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propelled by an engine belonging to the compaay, a farther 
gum per ton per mile not exceeding sixpence. 

For the carriage of any one boiler, cylinder, or any single 
piece of machinery, or single piece of timber, stone, or 
other single article, the weight of which with the carriage 
shall exceed eight tons, the company may demand such sam 
as they think fit. : 

13. By section 39, it is enacted that the maximum rate 
of charge to be made by che company for the conveyance 
of animals, goods, articles, matters, or things upon the rail- 
ways, including the tolls for the use of the railways and of 
carriages, and of any wharf, landing-place, or siding of the 
company, and for locomotive power and every other ex- 
pense incidental to such conveyance, shall not exceed the 
amounts following (to wit) :— 

For the matters mentioned in class 1, not exceeding 
threepence per ton per mile. 

For the matters mentioned in class 2, not exceeding 
gevenpence per ton per mile. 

For any carriage mentioned in class 3, not exceeding 
gevenpence halfpenny per mile. 

For every animal mentioned in class 4, not exceeding 
threepence halfpenny per mile. 

For every animal mentioned in class 5, not exceeding 
one penny halfpenny per mile. 

14. By section 40 it is further enacted that, simul- 
taneously with the opening of the railway or any part 
thereof for traffic, the company shall erect and construct 
at Connah’s Quay in such a manner as to be available for 
use in connection with the railway all necessary cranes, 
weighing machines, coal staiths, and other apparatus and 
conveniences for shipping or unloading coal, stone, iron- 
atone or fireclay, which may be brought upon and along the 
railway or any part thereof, for the purpose of being 
shipped or unloaded there in connection with the railway ; 
and they shall also from time to time and at all times after 
the opening of the railway or any part thereof for traffic as 
-aforesaid provide necessary officers and servants for work- 
iog the same, and, in addition to the tolls, rates, and 
charges hereby authorized, the company may demand and 
take for, and in respect of the use of the said cranes, 
weighing-machines, coal staiths, and other apparatus and 
‘conveniences, and for and in respect of all necessary ser- 
vices connected with the weighing, shipping, or unloading 
of such traffic as aforesaid or incidental to the collection 
nd delivery thereof within the premises of the company, 
such reasonable sum, not exceeding twopence per ton, as 
‘the company may think fit. 

15. The respondents were incorporated by the Wrex- 
ham, Mold, and Connah's Quay Railway Act, 1862, and 
were by the said Act authorized to construct among other 
lines a line of railway from Wrexham, to join the Backley 
Railway at Buckley, and by subsequent Acts, to which 
they will refer, further powers were conferred upon the 
respondents. 

16. On the 30th of June, 1863, an agreement was made 
‘between the Buckley Railway Company and the respondents, 
‘to which they will refer. It was by the said agreement 
recited that the convenience of the public and the interests 
of the two companies parties thereto, would be promoted 
by the working by the respondents of the Buckley Railway 
in connection with the railways of the Wrexham Company, 
‘and by the leasing of the same to the respondents on the 
terms by the said agreement provided. 

17, By article 3 of the said agreement, it was provided 
‘that the expression ‘‘The Buckley Railway’ whenever 
thereinafter employed meant and included the Buckley 
Railway, and the branches, sidings, stations, wharves, 
‘buildings, works, and conveniences connected therewith, 
and the lands and landed property of the Buckley Company. 

18. By article 4 of the said agreement, it was provided 
that from and after the 1st day of July, 1863, the respon- 
‘dents should manage, maintain, repair, work, and use the 
Buckley Railway, and the traffic thereon, in accordance 
With the agreement now in statement, and that the follow- 
‘Ang provisions in that behalf should have effect accordingly. 

19. By article 5 it waa provided that the respondents should 
maintain the Buckley Railway in substantial repair and in 
800d working order and condition. 

20. By article 9 it was provided that the respondents should 
‘work the Buckley Railway in connection with their own 

ailways, and would convey traffic thereon in a proper, safe, 





and convenient manner, and so as fairly to develop the 
traffic of the district to be served by the Buckley 
Railway. 

21. By article 10 it was provided that the respoudents 
would provide and employ, and would punctually pay the 
salaries and wages of all managers, station masters, inspec- 
tors, clerks, porters, engine drivers, guards, watchmen, and 
workmen, and all other officers and servants requisite for 
the management of the Buckley Railway (buat not including 
the Buckley Company's secretary and inspecting engineers), 
and would provide and employ all such locomotive power, 
engines, carriages, and other rolling stock, plant, stores, 
materials, and labour as should be proper and sufficient for 
the working and user of the Buckley Railway, and the 
reception, accommodation, conveyance, and delivery by the 
respondents of the traffic thereon, and that the Buckley 
Company should not be bound to employ or provide any such 
person or thing. 

22. By article 11 of the said agreement it was provided 
that the respondents should have possession and user of the 
locomotive engines, carriages, and other rolling stock and 
plant of the Buckley Company, and would maintain the 
same in substantial repair and in good working order and 
condition, renewing and replacing the sam> from time to 
time, when, and as need should be, and if and when the 
Buckley Company should retake possession of the Buckley 
Railway, the respondents should return to them the same 
rolling stock and plant, or other like rolling stock and plant 
of equal value with their present rolling stock and plant, and 
the value thereof should for the purposes of that article be 
taken at £4,363 10s, 

23. By article 12 of the said agreement it was provided 
that the tolls, fares, rates, and charges in respect of the 
Buckley Railway and the traffic thereon should, from time to 
time, be fixed by the Buckley Company to the satisfaction of 
the respondents, and should be collected by the respondents, 
they, when requisite for the recovery thereof, using at their 
own expense and risk the name of the Buckley 
Company. 

24. By article 15 of the said agreement, it was provided 
that the respondents should have, exercise, and enjoy, at their 
own expense and risk, and for their own benefit, for the 
purposes of the management, maintenance, repair, working, 
and user by them of the Buckley Railway, all the rights, 
powers, and privileges whatsoever in that behalf of the 
Buckley Company, and as fully and as effectually as if 
the Buckley Railway were part of the respondents’ 
railways, 

25. By article 16 it was provided that the respondents 
would, in exercise of their powers and privileges under that 
agreement, in all respects duly perform and observe the 
several provisions with respect to the management, main- 
tenance, repair, working, and user of the Backley Railway, 
and to the traflic thereon, contained in the Acts from time to 
time in force with respect to the same, and should at all 
times fully and freely indemnify and save harmless the 
Buckley Company from and against all obligations and lia- 
bilities in that behalf, and all penalties, forfeitures, losses, 
damages, costs, charges and expenses, claims and demands 
whatsoever in any way occasioned or incurred by or 
by reason of any act or default of the respondents or 
any of their directors, agents, officers, or servants in 
relation thereto. 

26. The said agreement was subsequently confirmed by 
the Buckley and Wrexham, Mold, and Connah’s Quay 
Railway Act, 1866, which said Act was repealed by section 
2lof the Wrexham, Mold, and Connah’s Quay Railway 
Act, 1873. 

27. By the said Wrexham, Mold, and Connah’s Quay Rail- 
way Company’s Act, 1873, the undertaking of the Buckley 
Company, including all their railways, wharves, and shipping 
places, and all their powers and rights which were required 
tor the purposes of the management, repair, maintenance, 
user, and working of their undertaking were thereby vested 
in the Wrexham, Mold, and Connah’s Quay Railway Com- 
pany by way of lease for the term of 1,000 years, to take effect 
as and from the 30th day of June, 1873. Subject, neverthe- 
less, to a power of re-entry by the Buckley Company, if the 
arbitrator appointed by the said Act should so determine, 

28. By section 3 of the said Act it was enacted that, save 
as especially reserved or excepted by the said Act, the de- 
mised undertaking should comprise all tolls, rates, and 
benefits to which the Buckley Company were entitled uader 
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the Buckley Railway Act, 1860, and other Acts relating to 
or affecting the Buckley Company. 

29. By section 15 of the same Act it was enacted that 
the respondents, in consideration of the remt and ‘other 
payments provided for in the said Act and of the other 
provisions of the said Act, should, subject to the provisions 
of the said Act, have the exclusive right of conducting, 
managing, regulating, and carrying on the whole passenger 
and goods and otker traffic of the Buckley Railway, and of 
fixing avd from time to time regulating and receiving 
themselves or by their officers, agents, and servants, the 
tolls, rates, fares, and charges to be taken in respect 
thereof. 

30. By section 17 of the same Act it was enacted that 
the respondents should, during the continuance of the lease 
by the said Act made, at their own expense, duly and prop- 
erly work and manage the Backley Railway so as fully and 
effectually to preserve and develop the traffic thereof and 
thereon, and nothing contained in the s:id Act should in 
any way prejudice or affect the rights of the Buckley Com- 
pany to oppose any application which might be made to 
Parliament or otherwise for powers which might affect the 
demised undertaking or the status thereof. 

31. By section 18 of the last-mentioned Act it is enacted 
that the Wrexham Company stall provide and employ, and 
shall punctwally pay the salaries and wages of all managers, 
station masters, inspectors, clerks, porters, engine drivers, 
guards, watchmen, and'workmen, and all other officers and 
servants requisite for the management of the demised under- 
taking (but mot inclading the Buckley Company’s secretary, 
auditors, and inspecting engineers), and shall provide and 
employ all such locomotive powers, engines, carriages, 
wagons, and other rolling stock, plant, stores, materials, 
and labour, as shall be proper and sufficient for the working 
and user of the demised undertaking, and the reception, 
accommodation, conveyance, and delivery by the Wrexham 
Company of the traffic thereof, and the Buckley Company 
shall not be bound to employ or provide any such person or 
thing. 

32. From the time of the making of the said agreement 
of the 30th of June, 1863, down to the present time the 
responden's have been and still are in sole possession and 
working of the Backley Railway. 

33. The applicants by their application allege, and it is 
found by the commissioners to be the fact, that the respond- 
ents have neglected aud refused to supply wagons for the 
applicants’ traffic. 

34. The applicants contend that, under the circumstances 
hereinbefore mentioned, and having regard tothe provisions 
of the said Acts of Parliament, the respondents are bound 
to provide for the applicants wagons sufficient for their 
traffic between their works and Connah’s Quay, which is 
situated upon the Buckley Railway. 

35. In or about the month of April, 1876, the respond- 
ents altered the tolls and rates charged to the applicants 
and commenced to charge the applicants the fall maximum 
tolls, though they refused to supply wagons for their traffic 
cr to make any rebate or allowance from the maximum 
tolls in respect of the wagons supplied by the traders 
themselves. A corresponGence thereupon ensued which re- 
sulted in the application to the Railway Commissioners. 

365. The respondents contend that the Wrexham, Mold, 
and Connah's Quay Railway Company’s Act, 1873, is purely a 
leasing Act, and that the various provisions therein con- 
tained lave relation only to the Wrexham Company and 
the Buckley Company as lessors and lessees, and do not 
alter or affect their rights and duties under the Backley Act 
of 1360, and that they are not bound to supply wagons for 
the use of the applicants. 

37. The Buckley Railway Act, 1960, the said agreement 
of the 30th of June, 1363, the said Wresham, Mold, and 
Connah's Quay Railway Company's Act, 1873, the plead- 
ings and proceedings before the Railway Commissioners, and 
their jadgments and order are to be taken as part of this 
case, aud may be referred to by either party hereto. 

The question for the opinion of the court is — 

1. Whether, under the circumstances stated in the fore- 
going, case, the Leasing Act of 1872 imposes any obligation 
spon the respondents to supply wagons for the conveyance 
of the applicants’ traffic wpon the Backley Railway. 

On March 20, 1879, the case was argued in the Common 
Pleas Division (coram Lord Coleridge, C.J., and Lopes, J.) 
A the High Court of Justice by 





McIntyre, Q.C., and R. £. Webster, Q.C., for the app. 
cants, and 

Littler, Q.C., and J. W. Batten, for the defendants, 

Littler claimed the right to begin, the ease having begp 
granted by the commissioners at; the request of the defend. 
ants, who were the unsuccessful parties. 

Lord Coteriper, C.J.—We may reverse, affirm, or amen@ 
the decision of the commissioners. As there is no pre 
the most convenient course seems to be that the person ig 
this case who seeks to alter the status in quo should begin, 

Littler accordingly began, and the court, without calling 
upon the other side, delivered the following judgment :— 

Lord Coterines, C.J.—I am clearly of opinion that the. 
question put to us by the Railway Commissioners must be. 
answered in the affirmative ; that the Act of 1873 does im. 
pose an obligation on the respondent railway company to. 
supply wagons for the conveyance of the applicants’ traffic 
upon their railway ; that the Buckley Railway is now their 
railway, and they must supply wagons for the conveyante 
of the traffic upon that railway. It appears to me to be 
quite clear that is so under the 18th section. The 18th gee. 
tion enacts, in distinct terms, that ‘“ The Wrexham Company 
shall provide and employ all such locomotive powers, engines, 
carriages, wagons, and other rolling stock as shall be 
proper and sufficient for the working and user of the demised 
undertaking, and the reception, accommodation, conveyances, 
and delivery by the Wrexham Company of the traffic then- 
of, and the Buckley Company shall not be bound to employ 
or provide any such person or any such thing.” It appears 
to me clear that that imposes a duty upon the respondent 
company to provide wagons necessary, proper, and sufficient 
for the working and user of the demised railway. 

It appears this dispute has arisen in consequence of the 
railway company having, as I think, put an_ erroneous 
construction upon the Act of Parliament enabling them 
to charge tolls—that is, the Act of 1860. They charge in 
effect tolls for the supply of carriages which they were | 
justified in charging if they had supplied the carriages. 
seems to me that the true construction of the apparently 
conflicting enactments in the 36th and 39th sectious of the 
Act of 1860 is this: that, in truth, the totals given in each 
case are the same, and where the totals given under the 
36th section appear to be greater than under the 39th sec 
tion it is a misconstruction of the section ; the true effect of 
the 36th section is, that where there are two or three thi 
to be done, each of them followed by an additional toll, the 
tolls will not be cumulative, but where a particular thing is 
done, then so much is to be charged, and if a particular 
addition is made, then so much more is to be charged, and 
if another particular thing is included, then so much more, 
all making the two sections perfectly harmonjous. It has 
been suggested that this is mainly an attempt on the part 
of the traders to make the company do what they are not 
entitled to, that is, go off their line to the works of those 
traders whose works do not touch or infringe upon the line, 
No such question is raised by this case. I do not like 

iving an opinion upon that which is not raised in the case, 
but the impression upon my mind clearly is they have no 
right to ask for that, they have only a right to ask for thet 
which the Act of Parliament implies, that is, as to the 
wagons upon the railway by itself. They must get them off 
the line how they can. If they bring the coal upon the line, 
it appears to me they are not bound to take it on to the 
works. 3 

I am of opinion that the Railway Commissioners’ decision 
mast be affirmed. ; 

Lorgs, J.—The only question raised in this case @ 
whether, under the circumstances stated in the case, the 
Leasing Act imposes an obligation on the respondent, the 
Buckley Company. According to the case that rests on the 
18th section of the Act of 1873, I think the construction pat 
by the Railway Commissioners upon that section is the ri 
one. I think the respondents are obliged to supply wagons 
upon the Buckley Railway, but not upon any siding 
Act does not provide for that, 

Then, another point taken is this, namely, that the agree 
ment was an agreement merely inter se between the Bue 
Company and the respondent company, and that the public 
have no rights under it. I cannot adopt that view; that 
agreement has become part of the Act, and under that Act 
the public have rights, At any rate, it would be a 
sadelostane if they had not—that is, if it were merely 4 


agreement inter so—becanse then the eg Commissioner 
4 


would have no power in the matter whic appears to me 
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1a be objectionable ; therefore, I am of opinion that the 
ies of the Reillew Commissioners must be affirmed. 

Judgment of Railway Commissioners affirmed, with costs. 

Solicitor for the applicants, J. 7. Simpson, for Kelly 5 


Mold. 
a eriuitor for the defendants, J. B. Batten, for Lvan 
Morris, Wrexham. 








Lrish High Comt of Justice, 


EXCHEQUER DIVISION. 
(Before Parzs, C.B., and Frrzcera.p, B.) 
May 12.—Robinson v. Jones.* 
Pleading — Libel — Post-card — Privileged communication— 
Publication. 

The defendant was a trader and the plaintiff one of bis cus- 
tomers, and as such owed the defendant a sum of money, for the 

yment of which the defendant applied to him. The plaintiff, 
fang unwell directed his wife to write to the defendant, send 
ing him at the same time money in part payment of the sum 
due. The defendant, in reply to ‘this letter, wrote in reference 
to the balance, on a post-card (which was transmitted to the 
plaintiff through the post office) the libellous matter complained 
of. On demurrer to a plea of privileged communication : 

Held, that the court should take judicial notice of the nature 
ofa post-card, and that the publication could not be taken as 
necessarily limited to the plaintiff. 

the defendant to have an 


Held, further, that, assum 
interest in writing the alleged libel, a communication trans- 
mitted by means of a post-card is not privileged. 

Demurrer. 

This was an action for libel, and from the statement of 
claim it appeared that the plaintiff was a medical doctor, re- 
siding and practising in Skibbereen, in the county of Cork. 
The defendants were seed merchants, carrying on business at 
83, Grand-parade, in the city of Cork. Before the writing 
and publishing of the alleged libel, the plaintiff purchased 
from the defendants seeds to the value of £1 8s. 1d., for the 
payment of which sum they applied to the plaintiff, who 
averred that he was then suffering from illness, and unable 
to attend to business. Under these circumstances, in Janu- 
ary, 1879, his wife, in his name, wrote to the defendants, en- 
closing a post-office order for £1 8s. 1d. in payment of the 
seeds purchased, and on the Ist of February, 1879, the de- 
fendants wrote on a post-card, bearing the Cork post-mark, 
and which was duly delivered through the post-office, the 
following words constituting the alleged libel: —*‘ Dr. Robin- 
> Skibbereen. 83, Grand-parade, Cork, February 1, 
‘*1877,—To amount for goods as rendered £1 16 2 

» By post-office order on account 1 8 1 


0 6 4 


“Sir—Your plea of illness for not paying this trifle is 
Meremoonshine, We will place the matter in our solicitor’s 
bands if we have not stamps by return, if it cost us ten 
times the amount. T. Jones & Sons.” The innuendo put 
Upon this communication by the plaintiff was that it 
meant that the plaintiff falsely pretended that he was 
prevented by sickness from paying the defendants’ demand, 
aod that the alleged sickness was a mere invention and 
sham ; and that the plaintiff was an untruthful person, and 
Unable to discharge his debts, by reason of which the plain- 
tiff kad been injured in his character, credit, and reputa- 
tion, and in his profession. 

he statement of defence was as follows :—“ 1. The 
sum for which the defendants applied to the plaintiff 
Was £1 16s. 2d.; and they do not admit that plaintiff 
Was by illness prevented Bs paying, as alleged in the 
Seoond paragraph of the statement of olaim. 2, The 
defendants do not admit that they, or either of them, 
published the alleged libel, or any part thereof, or that 
they, or either of them, published the same falsely or 
ee elonaly, or at all. 3, They deny that by the said 
— the defendants, or either of them, meant what is 
reer in the fourth paragraph of the statement of claim. 
» And, as a further defence to the third and fourth para- 
Btephs, the defendants say that the publication of the said 
ee ee 


* From the Jrish Law Times Reports. 








letter was privileged, and was Jona fide and without malice; 
and the defendants say that the said letter was written by 
the defendants to the plaintiff about a matter in which they 
were both interested—namely, the payment of the balance 
of account claimed by the defendants from the plaintiff, 
as their customer, for goods supplied to his order 

in March, 1877, and was written in reply to a letter from 

the plaintiff to the defendants enclosing a post-office order 
for part of the amount claimed only, and which was the only 

payment made by the plaintiff to the defendants for said 

goods, and which letter was as follows:—‘Dr. Robizson 

would have sent the enclosed before, but he has been very 
ill,’—and which letter the defendants received after applica- 

cation by them to the plaintiff for payment. Whereupon the 
defendants, honestly and ond fide believing that the plain- 

tifl’s excuse was not a reasonable and Jond fide excuse for his 

neglecting to pay, and that they were entitled to claim and to 

be paid their demand in full, and dona fide intending to sue 

the plaintiff for the balance if not paid, and for the purpose 
of protecting their interests and of giving the plaintiff notice 
of their said intention, and Jona jide believing that notice 

thereof by post-card was a reasonable mode of giving the 

same, wrote and published the said alleged libel, bona fide 

believing its contents to be true, bona fide and without malice 
and not otherwise.” 

The plaintiff demurred to the fourth paragraph of the 
statement of defence, on the ground that the occasion on 
which the alleged libel was published was not shown to 
have been privileged, and on other grounds sufficient in 
law to sustain said demurrer. 

Wright (Heron, Q.C., with him), in support of the 
demurrer. — A post-card containing libellous matter 
cannot be privileged any more than a telegram: /Vil- 
liamson v. Freer (L. BR. 9 C. P. 393). Post-cards were not 
intended to facilitate libel: Starkie on Slander, 425. The 
court should take judicial knowledge of their nature. 
The 33 & 34 Vict. c. 79, s. 9, empowers the Post- 
master-General to make regulations as to post-cards. They 
are, therefore, cognizable in a court of law; and, if so, it is 
plain that there has been a publication in this case. 
[FitzceraLp, B.—I think there has been a publication, but 
you do not say that the defendants published to a third 
person. Proof of publication to the piaintiff is not sufficient 
to sustain ,an allegation of publication, Pattzs, C.B— 
Upon a traverse of the publication evidence of publication to 
the plaintiff will not prove a plea of publication.] Proof 
that the defendant knew that the clerk of the plaintiff was in 
the habit of opening his letters was held to be proof that the 
defendant intended a letter, containing libellous matter, to 
come to the hands of a third party: Delacroix v. Thevenot 
(2 Stark. 63). He also referred to Starkie on Slander (pp. 
418, 425, 525, and 471). 

W. O'Brien, Q.C., and Wali, contrd.—The alleged libel 
was a remonstrance of a dealer with his customer, for non- 
payment of a balance remaining overdue to the former, 
and was in connection with a letter written by the ous- 
tomer to the dealer, stating the customer's incapacity 
to pay ; therefore there was, at least, an interest, and, 
by reason of the interest, a privilege: Fairman v. Ives 
(5 B. & A. 642). There is no allegation of fact that 
there was any publication outside these two parties. 
The elements are a post-card, posted in one place and 
delivered in another, and, as a matter of law, it cannot 
be said that of necessity its contents were published. 
Williamson v. Freer is distinguisbable, That case was 
not decided on demurrer, and the facts were quite 
dissimilar from those of this case; also the grounds 
for justifying were different. There the libel was 
written in a telegram, and there is no analogy between 
that and a post-card, because a telerram must, of neces- 
sity, be read by the officials who transmit it, [Patuss, 
C.B.—The dilliculty is—how am I to limit the pub- 
lication to the plaintiff alone, unless I know that the 
nature of the publication is such that it must have 
been to the plaintiff, as would have been the case 
if, instead of a post-card, it was a sealed letter?] 
If there is a communication that may have been made to 
several, it must be so stated that it can reasonably be inferred 
that it was in fact so made. In Coot v, Woyides (5 B. & B, 
328), it was held that if it is admitted on the pleadings that 
the alleged libel was writted bend jide, it is for the judge to 
rule whether the occasion is such as to create a privilege, bat 
the question of malice is for the jury, [PaLuss, CO. B= 
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‘The privilege could only be extended to a communication 

made to a person privileged to receive it, not to a com- 
munication made to a third party. Cook v. 

Wyldes is settled Jaw. I think that, as between 
these two parties, there was privilege is clear, 
‘if the communication was made in a sealed letter 
sent through the post-office; in that case I would hold 
that there was privilege, but that is not this case.] 
‘The defendant could not have answered the statement of 
claim otherwise than he has done. The court should not 
take judicial knowledge of a post-card. [Paturs, C.B.— 
Then we must hold that no one could have read the com- 
munication, or that if they did, it did not amount to a pub- 
lication]. The act of posting did not exceed the privilege 
of the occasion ; Moleneux v. Clarke (3 Q. B. D. 287) ; Law- 
less v. The Anglo-Egyptian Cotton and Oil Company (U. 
R. 4 Q. B. D. 264). It does not appear that a post-card 
is defined by any Act of Parliament; and section 19 of 33 
& 34 Vict. c. 79, implies that a post-card may have a 
cover. The statute authorized this mode of communication 
by post; therefore, it could not be an improper mode of 
communicating with the plaintiff, and the sending of it 
cannot deprive the defendant of his privilege: For v. 
Broderick (14 1. C. L. R. 458). 

Heron, Q.C., in reply—The proper defence to the action 
would be that the defendant “did not publish . . . as 
alleged.” Lawless v. The Anglo-Egyptian Cotton Com- 
pany does not apply, because there the communication had 
to be printed, and there was no publication to the printer. 
It is manifest that the means of communication employed was 
neither necessary nor proper. 

Pattes, C.B.—The statement of claim avers a publica- 
tion of defamatory matter in the following terms :— The 
defendant wrote and pablished on a post-card, bearing the 
Cork post-mark, and which was duly delivered through the 
post-office, the words following.” We must take this as a 
publication not necessarily limited to the plaintiff. I am 
willing to assume that the averments in the statement of 
defence show that the defendant had an interest in writing 
to the plaintiff the words complained of within the meaning 
of the authority of Harrison v. Bush (5 E. & B. 344); but 
the publication that is to be justified is not a publication to 
the plaintiff, but to other persons. It is not stated that the 
publication was reasonable, but that the defendant believed 
it to be reasonable ; that is apart from the question of what 
@ post-card is. I think that we ought to take judicial 
notice of the nature of a post-card; and, therefore, I see no 
reason for holding that a communication written on a post- 
eard is privileged. It would be a most serious thing to lay 
‘down that a person may extend the sphere of circulation 
of defamatory matter because he wants to save a half-penny 
in postage. I am, therefore, of opinion that this demarrer 
must be allowed with costs. 

Fitacera.p, B., concurred, 


Demurrer allowed. 








Creditors’ Claims. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
LAST DAY OF PROOF. 


Biaczwrit, Groxcr, Hemel Hempstead, Gent, Sept 30. Brickland v. 
Miles, V.C. Malins. Dawes, Angel ct, Throgmorton st 
Dawson, Faaxcis Atexawper, Ampthill, Bediord. Sept 15. Goodall 
v. Dawson, V.C. Hall. Warry and Co, Lineoln’s inn fields 
E.tictr. Atrxeo Covaresar, Hove, nr Brighton, Retired Builder. 
Sept 12. Elliott v. Kiliott, VC. Hall. Waugh, Cuckfield 
Hint, Caartes Evwarp, Biackwater, Hants,J.P. Oct i. Hill v. 
Hill, V.C. Hall, Emmet, jun., Blours | 
Mizzz, Avovete Francois Cepar Lx, 8tJohn st, Clerkenwell. Oct 
FF aaa v. Coullard, V.C. Bacon. Tabor, Blomfield st, London 
Mitten, Tuomas, & Petersburgh pl, Bayswater, Gent. Oct 1. 
oo Ham, Mult. Asdizon, Walrook” : one ee 
RELLY, Faaxcis GauMeL, Scarbors . 4. O'Reilly vy. 
Balguy, M.k. Graham, Scarbor« pore te ° -. 
Rowinsow, Atraeo Francis, Darlington, Chemist. Ang 30, Robin- 
Sssenieros, Tomas, Keighley Coul Marchant Boe 
os, Thomas e chant, e ° 
pean, 1.0.1 Bacon. Neill, Bradiora : dtooeds 
ingen, Isaac Mannrtt, Paignton, Devon - + Bi 
Hawley, Fry, J. Hastley, Fa nton pee Ot Oe S 
St0ns, zanern, M Adekvon at, Clerkenwell, Sept 21. Turner y, 
“. Hali, \d, Bakehonse ct, Doctors’ commons 
[Gazete, Aug 1.) 





——_—_— 

Cooms, SamueL, Upton-on-Severn, Worcester, Hay Dealer, Sept 
Coomb v. Coomb, V.C. Bacon. Moore, Tewkesbury 

Dukes, Grorce, Deptford Green, Licensed Victualler. Sepé 5, 
v. Dukes, M.R. Davis, Coleman st 

Exuiorr, WiLt1aM, Ferndale rd, Clapham. Sept 30. Elliott Y. Smith 
V.C. Malins. Fleming, Newington butts 

GREATOREX, WILLIAM ANTHONY, Laleham, Gent. Sept 5, Tooveyy, 
Grestorex, V.C. Hall. Spyer and Son, Old Broad st 

Sramper, JonN, Waverton, Cumberland, Yeoman. Oct 1. Stamper 
y. Stamper, Fry, J. Benson, Wigton 

[ Gazette, Aug 5] 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 25, 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 


Bartey, Witttam BurrerwortH Master, Green st, Park-lane, Ey, 
Sept 1. Trollope and Winckworth, Abingdon st, Westminster 

Brices, Saran Jane, Aldbrough, York. Septl. Hirst and Capa, 
Boroughbridge t 

Brown, EDMUND, George st, P or man sq, Licensed Victualler, Augy, 
Deane and Co, South st, Gray’ s-inn ; 

Carure, ADELAIDE Manaaret, Aberdeen pl, Maida Hill. Sept), 
Paine and Co, Gresham Hou se, Old Broad st 

CarsTer, SopHIA ELIZABETH, Ashtead, Surrey. Sept1l. Lucas ay 
Coe, Hart st, Bloomsbury sq 

Ciements, Mary, Broadstairs, Kent. Aug 28. Blake and Hes letin, 
Serjeant’s-inn, Fleet st 

Cocks, Rosear, Ipswich, Confectioner. Sent 1. Westhorp, Ipswich 

Day, Perer, Norwich, Gent. Sept 30. Day, Norwich 

——  mcenens Witley, Surrey, Gent. Sept 1. Albery and Lucy, 

idhurs' 

Hvupson, Joun Raprorp, Derby, Gent. Sept 30. Taylor and, 
Derby 

KeEarsLey, CHARLES, Ripon, York, Brick and Tile Maker. Septi, 
Brett and Craven, Manche ster 

Larcom, Right Hon. Major-General Sir Tuomas Aiskew, Ban, 
K.C.B., Fareham, Hants. Aug 25. Radcliffe and Co, Cravens, 
Charing-cross ‘ 

Litrtewates, Axné, Winchester. Sept 1. Bowker and Son, We 
chester 

McKzone, Henry Ricwarp, Holland rd, Kensington, Civil Enginer, 
Aug 30. Hopgood and Co, Whitehall pl 

Mitts, THomas CaesTon, Camden cottages, Camden Town, Gat 
Aug 28. Pattison and Co, Queen Victoria st 

Myers, Nancy, Wiswell Shay, Lancaster. Aug 7. Hall and Sm, 
Accrington ; 

Neamz, Caaatotre, St Dunstan, Canterbury. Sept 3. Wightwik 
and Gardner, Folkestone 

Perirr, Josen Water, Gt Portland st, Tobacconist. Aug 27. Hot 
ley and Russell, Guildford 

Rytance, Witu1am, Whitefield, Lancaster, Varnish Manufacture, 
Aug 18. Boote and Edgar, Manchester 

Scuotes, Tuomas Seppon, Milverton, Warwick, Esq. Sept 20. Ria 
and Sons, Leamington 

SrpenoTrom, Acnzs, Hollingworth, Chester. Sept 12. Stevenson al 
Co, Manchester 

Starter, James, Newton, Lancaster, Farmer. Sept 30. Butler al 
Son, Dalton-in-Furness 

Srerngnson, Hargett, Ramsgate, Kent. Sept 1. Ware and Haws, 
Gt Winchester-st-bldgs 

Srreeren, Feascis Towers, Dr. Johnson’s-bldgs, Temple, Barriste 
at-law. Sept 23. Rolt, St. Paul’s Churchyard 

TorHam, James, Loughborough rd, Brixton, Esq. Aug 22. Camp! 
and Co, Warwick st, Regent st 

Urmston, IsaBetta Exvizasetu, Tunbridge Wells, Kent. Aug i, 
Hewitt, Nicholas lane 

WALkenr, Jonny, Thorncliffe, Warwick, Esq. Sept 20. Field and Sa 
Leamington 

Waters, Many, Oswaldkirk, York, Ang 25. Smith, York 

WinterbotaamM, Tuomas, Perry Hill, Lewisham, Gent. Sept |. 
Child, Doctors’-commons 

Waicut, Frances, Guildford st, Russell sq. Aug 30. Hicks asl 
Arnold, Wellington st, Strand 

Youne, Henry, Gillygate, York, Plasterer, Sept 2. Wilkinss, 


York i 
[ Gazette, July %.| 


Batis, Samvet, Bath, Farrier. Sept 29, Timmins, Bath 

Beaumont, THomas Mitts, Knaresbrough, York, M.D. Sept 
Poweil, Knaresbrough 

Bat, Exvizazetu, Dartford. Sept1l. Gibson, Dartford 

Bovcaes, Jamus, Ashill, Norfolk, Carpenter. Sept8. Emerson, Mor 
wich 

Finis, Jenemtau, Swingfield, Kent, Yeoman. Aug9. Knock, 
Dover 

Focaty, Toomas, Hornfield, Gloucester, Wharfinger. Sept 5. Tri 
and Co, Bristot 

Faanxuin, Lewis A., Lancaster rd, Belsize Park, Merchant. Asg® 
Davis, Cork st, Burlington-gardens 

Hawt, Joun Witton, High st, Islington, Working Outler. Sept? 
Ford, Poole’s-park, Holloway 

Hawpon, Wittiam Watson, Wackerfield, Durham, Gent. Sept ® 
Nixon, Barnard Castle 

Hawkins, Joum, Edgbaston, Warwick, Gent. Septl, Hawkins, Bit 
mingham 

Hut, Jane Avoveta Anne, Avenue Malakoff, Paris, Sept 29. David 
and Hunter, Sherborne lane 

Howruam, Ricuann Weaver, Gloucester, Auctioneer, Sept5. Bw 
therton and Son, Gloucester 

Hovexmam, Eowanp Cooks, Kaaresbrough, York, Surgeon, Bept 
Powell, Knaresbrou h 

Hvours, CHantes Heway, Carmarthen, Solicitor, Septl, Thoms 
and Browne, Carmarthen 

-y Many, Wroughton, Wilts. Sept 15, Clarke and Co, Lincola’s 
on 5 

Last, saute, Ipswich, Superannuated Pulico Officer, Aug 30, Mil 

iw 


pe 
Lawaom, ApAm, Tuo Brook, ar Liverpool, Fire Olay Manufactare 
Aug 25, Ovtton, Liverpool 
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Spinal cars aes 

MoaraY, GARRETT O’Moorz, Rue des Martyrs, Paris. Sept 10. Dixon 
and Co, Bedford row : 

NigHTINGALE, THoMAS ARCHER, Tavistock st, Bedford sq., Barrister- 
at-law. Sept 1. Anderson and Davies, Ludl ow 

-OxuwHAM, Huan, York terrace, Regent’s-park, Gent. Sept 30. Hume 
and Co, Gt James st, Bedford row 

Parmer, ANNE, Gingerland, Devon. Aug 29. Sparks and Blake, 


Crewkerne 
Ssont, THOMAS, ~~ tae Warwick, Clerk in Holy Orders, B.D. Sept 
Solihu! 
1. rm, Thowas wey Effra be ao Esq. Sept 1. Simpson 
Imer, ee Crown sq, Southwar' 
aig Tamas, Hammersmith terrace, Hammersmith, Gent. Sept 1. 
Wormingiee, Gresham bldgs ; 
Swayne, WILLIAM, Guildford, Surrey, Builder. Oct 1, Craig, Guild- 
fi 


Tompson, Mary Ann, Solihull, Warwick. Sept 1, Beale and Co, 
Birmingham , 

Taompson, Ropert Fawcett, Cleatham, Durham, Railway Goods 
Agent. Sept 30. Nixon, Barnard Castle 

Wusor, Manta, Wakefield rd, Tottenham. Sept 23. Ashley and Tee, 
Frederick’s pi, Old Jewry 

WouLLasTon, Perpenicx, Shenton Hall, Leicester, Esq. Oct3l. Pil- 
grim and Preston, Hinckley 

[ Gazette, July 29. ] 
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Leqislattaw of the @2teck. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
JULY 31.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Perroteum Act (1871) AmzNDMENT. 


BILL IN COMMITTEE. 

Inpusrriat Scuoots (Powers or Scuoon Boarps). New 
Forest Act (1877) AmenpmeEnt (both passed through 
Committee). 

BILLS WITHDRAWN. 
Worxmen’s Compensation. Companies’ Acts AMEND- 
MENT. 


AUGUST 1.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Borper Summons. 


BILL IN COMMITTEE. 
Perrotzum Acr (1871) Amenpment (passed through 
Committee), 


BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Private Bitis.—Easton Neston Mineral, Towcester, 
Roade, and Olney Junction Railway. 
Summary Jurispiction. New Forest Act AMENDMENT. 
AUGUST 4.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Turnrike Acts ContINvANCE. CommMIsstoNErs or Woops 
(Tuames Piers), East Inpia Loan (Consonmparep 


BILLS IN COMMITTEE..: 
East Inptan Rartway (REDEMPTION OF Annurttgs) (passed 
through Committee). Borxpzr Summons (passed 
through Committee). 


BILL READ A THIRD TIME, 
Inpusrriat Scuoors (Powers or Scuoot Boarps). 


AUGUST 5.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME, 
KNIGHTSBRIDGE AND OTHER Crown LaNnDs. 


BILLS IN COMMITTEE. 
Commissioners or Woops (Tuames Prers). East Inpra 
Loan (Consoniparep Funp). Turnpike Acrs Con- 
TNUANCE (all passed through Committee). 


BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
nena Biits.—Halesowen Railway, Derby Improve- 


Prrroveum Acr (1871) Amenpment. Easr Inpra Loan. 
st InpiaN Raruway (Repemption or ANNvITIES). 
Borper SuMMONs, 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
JULY 31.--BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 
East Inpta Loan (Consoniatep Funp), 


AUGUST 1.—BILL READ A THIRD TIME, 
Parvate Bit.—Arundel Estate. 


AUGUST 2.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Reoutarion or Rariways Acts Continvance. 





AUGUST 4.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME, 
Enpowrep Scuoors Act Contrnvance. Merroporiranx 
Boarp or Works Money. CHARTERED Banxs CoLoniAn. 
Expiring Laws ConTINvANCcE. 
BILLS IN COMMITTEE. 

ReeuaTion or Ramways Acts Continvance. Pvstic 
Orrices Fes (both passed through Committee). 
BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 

Mouneret Acricutturat Scuoon, &c. 

BILL IN COMMITTEE. 

Surrrine Casvatties Investications (passed through 
Committee). 

BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 

Pusuic Orrices F res. 

BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 

Brit To AMEND THE ARTIZANS’ AND LAnovrers’ DwELLines’ 
Improvement Act, 1875. (Mr. Cross.) 
AUGUST 5.—BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 
RecubaTion oF Ramways Acts ConTINUANCE. 








Zaw Student’s Sournal. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION, USDER THE SouiciTors AcT, 
1877. 


The elementary work selected for the intermediate ex- 
amination of persons under articles of clerkship fos 
the years 1880 and 1881 will be Stephen’s Commentaries 
on the Laws of England (7th or any subsequent edition). 

Candidates are required to be examined within the six 
months next succeeding the day on which they shall have 
completed half of the term of service. 

Candidates are required to give to the secretary of the 
Incorporated Law Society at least thirty days’ notice before 
the date of the examination at which they propose to be 
examined within the limit above mentioned, and at the same 
time to leave their articles of clerkship and any assignment 
thereof, or supplemental articles, duly stamped and registered, 
together with a certificate of their having passed the pre- 
liminary examination (unless they shall have been exempted 
therefrom), and answers to the questions as to due service 
and conduct up to that time. Prints of these questions can 
be obtained on application at the office of the Incorporated 
Law Society. 

Candidates who apply to be examined under the fourth 
section of the Solicitors Act, 1860, may, on application, 
obtain copies of the further questions relating to the ten 
years’ service antecedent to the articles of clerkship; and 
such questions, duly answered, must be left at the time of 
giving notice. ; 

Candidates who fail to pass, or attend at the examination 
for which they have given notice, may attend at any subse- 
quent examination, A renewed notice must, in that case, 
be given fourteen days at least before the date of such subse- 
quent examination. 

The examinations will be held at the hall of the society, 
Chancery-lane, London, on the following days in 1880, viz:— 
Days of examination: Thursday, the 15th of January, at 
ten ; Thursday, the 15th of April, at ten; Thursday, the 
17th of June, at ten; Thursday, the 11th of November, at 
ten, Last day for giving notice and depositing articles, 
&c.: Monday, the 15th of December, 1879; Monday, the 
15th of March, 1880; Monday, the 17th of May, 1880 ; 
Monday, the 11th of October, 188@. Last day for giving 
renewed notice and depositing articles, &c.: Wednesday, the 
Slat of December, 1879; Wednesday, the 31st of March, 1880 : 
Wednesday, the 2nd of June, 1880; Wednesday, the 27th of 
October, 1880. 

The fee payable on giving notice of examination is £3, 
and for a renewed notice £1 10s, Cheques or post office 
orders should be crossed ‘ Messrs. Goslings & Sharpe.” 

N.B,—Candidates cannot present themselves for inter- 
modiate examination before the — of their half-term 
of service, FB, W. Wirttamson, Secretary. 

Incorporated Law Society's Hall, Chancery-lane, London 
W.C,, July, 1879. 
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COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 
Micuartmas Course OF Lecturss, 1879. 


The first lecture will be delivered the Professor of 
Jurisprudence on Monday, 3rd of November, at 3 p.m. 


Prospectus of the Lectures of the Professors. 

The Professor of Jurisprudence will deliver, during the 
ensuing educational term, a course of eight lectures on 
private international law, in continuation of the course of 
the preceding term, treating marriage, succession, assign- 
ment, procedure. 

These lectures will be followed by two lectures on (1) the 
rise, development, and present state of public inter- 
national law. (2) The sources, definitions, and axioms 
of public international law. 

he first lecture of this course will be delivered on Monday, 
3rd of November, at 3 p.m., and the subsequent lectures at 
the same hour on Thursdays and Mondays. 


Equity, 

The Professor of Equity will deliver, during the ensuing 
educational term, twelve lectures upon the subject of 
trusts, including public avd charitable trusts 

The first lecture will be delivered on Wednesday, 
5th of November, at 4.15 p.m., and the subsequent lectures 
at the same hour on Fridays and Wednesdays during the 
term. 

Law oF Rea AND PERSONAL PROPERTY. 

The Professor of the Law of Real and Personal Property 
will deliver, during the ensuing educational term, twelve 
lectures on the construction of wills. 

The first lecture on this subject will be delivered on 
Tuesday, 4th of November, at 4.15 p.m. 

The subsequent lectures will be delivered on Saturdays at 
3.15 p.m., and on Tuesdays at 4.15 p.m. 


Common Law. 

The Professor of Common Law will deliver, during the 
ensuing educational term, twelve lectures on the law of 
principal and agent. 

The first lecture on this subject will be delivered on 
Monday, 3rd of November, at 4.15 p.m. 

The subsequent lectures will be delivered on Thursdays 
and Mondays at the same hour. 


Norte.—In December next there will be four examinations, 
one in the subject of the lectures given by each professor, open 
(subject as hereinafter mentioned) to all students who have during 
the year 1879 attended the lectures of any of the professors, but 
no student will be admitted to the examination in the subjects 
of the lectures of any professor unless he shall have attended at 
least two-thirds of the lectures given during the year by such 
professor. No student will be admitted to more than two 
examinations; and no student who shall have obtained a 
studentship will be admitted to any such examination. 

After the examinations the following prizes will, on the re- 
commendation of the committee, be given (that is to say) :— 

To the students who shall have passed the best examination 
in the subjects of the lectures of each professor, first prize, £50 ; 
second prize, £25; third prize, £15; fourth prize, £10; anda 
first and second prize of £70 and £30, respectively, to the 
students who obtain the greatest aggregate number of marks in 
the examination in the subjects of the lectures given by any two 
of the professors. 

No student will be entitled to more than one prize, buta 
student will receive the prize of the highest value to which he 
shall appear to be entitled. 

The committee will not be obliged to recommend any of the 
above prizes to be awarded, if the result of the examination be 
such as, in their opinion, will not justify such recommendation. 





Zeqal Pews. 


At the Leeds Assizes on the 31st ult., before Mr. Justice 
Stephen, Anthony Dobson was charged with attempting to 
murder John Mayall, the high bailiff of the Leeds County 
Court, and others, by placirg gunpowder, nails, and matches 
in the box occupied, when the court sat, by the high bailiff. 


It appeared that in 1872 the prisoner had filed a petition for 
liquidation of his affairs, and that he had in the statement of 
his debts and assets, which was prepared for these proceed- 
ings by him, put down a brother of his who was in Australia 
as a creditor for £125. On the 14th of May last the prisoner 
tried to get paid out to him the dividend due in respect of 
this debt, saying that he was acting for the widow of his 
brother, the requisite funds being then in the Bank of 


| ment of this money to the prisoner was refused. 


England to meet the dividend. He had not any 
authority, and no letters of administration had been 
out to the brother, nor was any will produced givi 
brother’s widow any — to receive the dividend dnp 4 
her late husband. consequence of these facts the pay, 
He 
applied to Mr. Mayall, the trustee under the ban a 
for an account of his receipts and payments, which th 
latter promised him at five o'clock. That same afternog 
the prisoner was seen in the county court in a i 
position close to the bailiff’s box, the door of 

he was shutting at the time he was observed. 
next morning, when the court was swept out, there 
found in the bailiff’s box three glass bottles filled wij 
gunpowder and blasting powder mixed, and 
shoemakers’ nails, The floor was strewed with loose powdy 
mixed with match heads, and altogether in the bottles ay 
on the floor was found over 2lb. of gunpowder. The prisony 
was apprehended at Rhyl on the 23rd of May, and ath 
lodgings was found a box containing a barrister’s wig, 
number of newspaper cuttings, and a printed Dill h 
‘‘The Appeal of the Lawyer’s Victim,” addressed “ to ty 
members of both Houses of Parliament, law makers gi 
administrators, and the benevolent public.” It was shon 
that the prisoner had threatened to do something to ty 
county court which would bring him before Mr. Bruee, ty 
stipendiary. For the defence the threat was denied, andj 
was contended that the evidence was insufficient to bring ty 
guilt home to the prisoner. The prisoner had no aiting 
against the bailiff and could not have intended to murder hi 
and if that was not his intention he could not be convictedd 
the attempt to murder. The prisoner was found guilty aj 
sentence was deferred. 
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SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 

August 12—Mr. Water Knicut, at the Masons’ iil 
Tavern, Basinghall-street, at 1 p.m., lease of wine ai 
spirit vaults (see advertisement, this week, p. 4). 

August 14.—Messrs. Coss, at Maidstone, at 3 p.m., fresh 
properties (see advertisement, August 2, p. 4). 

August 14.—Messrs. Prion & Newson, at the Mart, | 
p-m., freehold and leasehold properties (see advertiser 
August 2, p. 4). 





r+ 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 


BIRTHS. 
BENnNETT.—July 31, at Brentwood, Essex, the wife of H. Cur 
Bennett, barrister-at-law, of a son. 
Cuvurton.—Aug. 4, at Hill-side, Boughton, Chester, thew 
of William Henry Churton, solicitor, of a son. 
Davis.—Aug. 4, at 7, Cambridge-park, Twickenham, the 
of Mr. Benn Davis, of 6, Cork-street, Burlington-gardem, 
a son. 
Ley.—Aug. 2, at St. Helen’s, East Farleigh, Maidstone, 
wife of John Carrington Ley, barrister-at-law, of a daughis 
ARRIAGE, 
Ketity—Ketiy.—Aug. 2, at St. ot Shepherd’ s-buii 
Jobn Richards Kelly, B.A., of the Inner Temple, to Fi 
Lydia, daughter of Edward Robert Kelly, M.A., of & 
House, Goldhawk-road, Shepberd’s-bush, W. 
DEATHS, 
Butien.—July 29, at 73, Clapham-park-road, London, Will 
paien, of Cork, Dublin, and London (Record-office), 
icitor. 
Luck.—July 31, Charles Thomas Luck, M.A., Exeter 
Oxford, barrister-at-law, aged 43. 





= = 


LONDON GAZETTES. 





Bankrupts. 
Frivay, Aug, 1, 1879, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 

To Surrender in London. 

Abbott, John James, Arthur st East, Insurance Broker. Pet Jaly 
1 
Bentinck st, Cavendish sq, Farmer. Petd 


ae Aug 19 at} 
Hoare, Wilson Noble, 
11. Brougham, Aug 19 at 12 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Blake, Aaron, Finningham, Suffolk, Cattle Dealer. Pet July 
Collins. Bury St Edmunds, Aug 13 at 2 
Cooper, Robert, Upper Beeding, Sussex, Artist. Pot July 28. 
Brighton, Aug 20 at 12 
Fleet, George, ‘Tilstone, Chester, Builder, Pet July 30. Sp 





Crewe, Aug 15 at 10 
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James, amy pr Cotton Spinner. Pet June 28. Lister. 
ster, Aug 18 at 1 
— — Swinton, Lancaster, Hamper Maker. Pet July 29. 
lion. Salford, Aug 13 at 11 


TvespAy, Aug. 5, 1879, 
Under the ptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
%o Surrender in London. 
Boord, Henry A , Arunael sq, Islington, Pet July 13. Murray. 
26 at 11 
cores, Joseph, Rotherhithe, Surrey, Grocer. Mot Aug 1. Murray. 
t 12 
— tewk, Jermyn st, St James’, Jeweller. Pet Aug 5. Murray. 


at 11.30 

nla} , Church rd, Islington, Merchant. Pet July 31. 

Murray. Aug 19 at 11 
To Surrender in the Country. 

Bond, Shem Kenney, Yiewsley, Hillingdon, Baker, Pet Aug 2. Dar- 
vill, Windsor, Aug 30 at 11 

Boughey, James, Stoke-upon-Trent, Contractor. Pet Aag1. Marshall. 
Stoke-upon-Trent, Aug 18 at 0 ‘ 

Zostain, Kichard, aud Richaré Kneen, Great Crosby, near Liverpool, 
Builders. Pet Aug!. Cooper. Liverpool, Aug 18 at 2 

Eltringham, James, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Commission Agent. Pet 
July 28. Mortimer, Newcastle, Aug 15 at 11 

Gilbert, Juhn, Clent, Worcester, Chain Manufacturer. Pet July 29. 
Harward. Stourbridge, Aug 19 at 11 

Hackett, William Peters, Tansley, Derby, Smallware Manufacturer. 
Pet July 31. Weller, Derby, Aug 18 at 12 

Hawes, Willlam Christopher, Northampton, Music Seller. Pet July 5. 
Dennis. Northampton, Aug 16 at 10 

Law, Benjamin, Leeds, Barrister-at-law. Pet July 30, Marshall. 
Leeds, Aug 27 at 11 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED, 
Farpay, Aug. 1, 1879. 
Tomkins, Edward Webb, Over Winsford, Chester, Tailor. 
Liquidations by Arrangement. 


FIRST MKETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fripay, Aug. 1, 1879. 
Aarons, Nathan, Palmer st, Spitalfields, out of business. Aug 11 at 10 
at offices of Cosedge, Coleman st 
Acres, John, Apsley Bury, Bedford, Farmer. Aug 19 at 11 at Sun 
Hotel, Hitchen. Times 
Armytage, Edward Green, and James Green Armytage. Brassington, 
Derby, Stone Merchants. Aug 18 at 3 at York Hote!, Midland road, 
Derby. Stone, Wirksworth 
Arnold, Thomas, Bournemouth, Tailor. Aug 18 at 2 at Inns of Court 
Hotel, Holborn, London. Trevanion, Poole 
Ascher, Isidore Gottschalk, Coleman st, Merchant. Aug 28 at 2 at 
Cannon st Hotel. Kearsey and Co, 01d Jewry 
Attenborrow, John, Nottingham, Builder. Aug 12 at 3 at Assembly 
Rooms, Low pavement, Nottingham. Lees, Nottingham 
Barber, Robert, North Deighton, York, Farmer. Aug 12 at1l at 
offices of Crumb'e, Stonegate, York 
Bastiman, Francis, Scarborough, Lodging-house Keeper. Aug 11 at 3 
at offices of Cornwall and Watts, Queen st, Scarborough 
Belwood, Herry, and William Helwood, Hawford, Worcester, Coal 
Deslers. Aug 18 at 12 at offices of Corbett, Avenue House, The 
Cross, Worcester 
Berry, Peter, Farnworth, Lancaster, Clogger. 
of Clarke, Fold st, Bolton 
Bird, Samuel Henry, Wrexham, Denbigh, Provision Dealer. Aug 29 
at 3 at offices of Connor and Taylor, Victoria st, Liverpool. Nordon 
and Levy, Live: 
ford, John, Bristol, Furniture Broker. 
Phillips, Corn st, Bristol, Dix Sibly, Bristol 
Bleach, Samuel, Little Bell alley, Moorgate st, Printer, Aug 9 at 11 at 
offices of Hawkins, New Broad st 
Bostie, Thomas, Sunderland, Durham, Glass and China Dealer. Aug 
Mat 11 at offices of Stokoe, Faweett st, Sunderland 
Bray, Henry, Exeter, Builder. Aug 13 at 3 at Castle Hotel, Castle st, 
Exeter, Friend, Exeter 
Brettell; George Henry, and. Ashton Samuel Becket, Birmingham, 
Wholesale Hosiers. Aug 15 at 1 at offices of Coleman and Co, Col- 
more row, Birmingham 
Broad, John, Tavistock, Devon, Painter. Aug 13 at 12 at offices of 
Bridgman, Church lane, Tavistock 
Brown, David, Bridgend, Glamorgan, Grocer, Aug 15 at 2 at Cardiff 
Arms Hote), Broad st, Cardiff. Griffih and Corbett, Cardiff 
Bush, Henry, Totterdown, Somer set, out of business. Aug 7 at ll at 
es of Morgan, Arch House chamber, John st, Bristols 
‘Chandler, William, and William Samuel Bu'l, Covent Garden Market, 
lesmen. Aug liat4at 7 Wells st, Oxford st. Lewis, Weymouth 
St, Port!and p! 
Clapham, Jvnas, Leeds, Basket Manufacturer. Aug 14at3 at offices 
of Lowry, South parade, Leeds, Hopps and Bedford 
Clegg, Thomas, Rock Ferry, Chester, Diaper, Aug 22 at 12 at offices 
Culshaw, Lord st, Liverpool 
Crutienden, Edgar, sen, Maidstone, Baker, Aug 15 at 3 at offices of 
Hanne, Mill st, Maidstone 
Davies, Jane, Hollinwood, Lancaster, Brick and Tile Manufacturer, 
Aug 27 at 3 at offices ot Whitt, King st, Manchester. Bowden, 
Manchester * 
awe, George, Fordingbridge, Hants, Provision Dealer, Aug 15 at 1 
at Chongh Hotel, Salisbury. Trevannion, Poole 
Day, Everett, Lamb terrace, Hackney, Tailor, Aug 18 at 12 at Mason’s 
all Tavern, Mason’s avenue. Fulcher, Horton rd, Hackney 
t, John Rich»rd, Coventry, Machinist, Aug 14 at 12.30 at 
Queen’s Hotel, Stephenson pl, New st, Birmingham, Fitter, Bir- 


July 16 


Aug 14 at 8 at offices 


Aug 15 at 2 at offices of 


mingham 
Devitt, William, Bradford, York, Printer, Aug 20 at 11 at offices of 
Urchinson, Piccadilly chamber 8, Piccadilly, Bradford 


exter, Thomas, Nottingham, M illiner, Aug 18 at 3 at Assembly 
— Low pavement, Notting» am. Everail and Turner, Notting- 





Dicks, John, sen," Charles Herry Dicks, and John Dicks, jun, Hawke- 
ri Wilts, Woollen Cloth Manufacturers, Aug 12 at 12 at offices 
of Jones, Silver st, Trowbridge 

Dingley, William,, Ledbury, Hereford, Inspector of Nuisances. Aug 15 
= 12 at Hop Market Hotel, Sansome st, Worcester. New and Go, 

ves 

Dowse, William, Louth, Lincoln, Fancy Hosier. Aug 1 at 3 at offices 
of Falkner and Owen, Eastgate, Louth 

Ellis, Cnn , Leicester, Cabinet Maker. Aug 14 at 3 at 7 Belvoir 
st, Lei r 

Engledow, Benjamin, Sprowston, Norfolk, Blacksmith. Aug 8 at 3 at 

oO of Stanley, Bank plain, Norwich 
Evans, Owen, Carnarvon, Grocer, Aug 13 at 2 at the Liverpool Arms 
Hotel, Chester, Roberts, Bangor 

Farmer, George Edward, Longton, Stafford, Printer. Aug 14 at 11 at 

effices of Adderley and Marfleet, Normacot road, Longt 


Ang 13 at 12 at 


on. 
Fessey, Frederick Wilkins, Sheffield, Merchant Tailor. Aug 12 at 12 
at offices of Auty and Sons, Queen st, Sheffield 
Forster, John, Great Corby, Cumberland, Inakeeper. 
offices of Johnson, Scotch st, Carlisle 
Foster, Robert, Carlisle, Tailor. Aug 12 at 3 at 3, Carruthers court, 
Scotch st, Carlisle. Wannop, Carlisle 
Fox, Thompson, Sunderland, Durham, Grocer. Arg 15 at 11 at offices 
of Lawson, Villiers st, Sunderland 
French, Samuel, Birmingham, Whip Manufacturer. Aug. 15 at 12 at 
offices of Higgs, Bennett’s hi'l, Birmingham 
Gilbert, John, Waddington, Lincoln, Higgler. Aug 13 at 11 at offices 
of Page, jun, Flaxengate, Lincoln 
Hales, Mary Barbara Felicity, Canterbury, of no occupation. Ang 28 
at 2 at Phillips and. Sons’ Rooms, New Bond st. Chidley, Old Jewry 
Hancock, George, Wheelock, Chester, Engineer. Aug 15 at1 at the 
Royal Hotel, Crewe. Bygctt, Sandbach 
Hayes, Samuel, Shipley, York, Generai Store Dealer. Aug 14 at 11 
at offices of Berry and Robinson, Charles st, Bradford 
Heginbotham, John William, Crewe, Beerseller. Aug 21 at 11 at the 
Adelphi Hotel, Earle st, Crewe. Hill, Crewe 
Hewitt, William Thomas, and George Hewitt, Wetherby, York, Seed 
Merchants. Aug 21 at 4 at the Three Legs, Inn, Wetherby, Coates 
and Son, Wetherby 
Hicks, William, Martin st, B-rmondsey, Leather Merchant. Aug 9 at 
10.30 at 44, Bromley st, Commercial rd East. Hicks, Victoria park 
rd, South Hackney 
Hoare, Frank, Bristo!, Accountant. Aug 13 at 12 at officesof Sibly, 
Exchange West 
Hol'and, William Edward, Liverpool, Grocer. Aug 13 ‘at 3 at offices 
of Etty, Lord st, Liverpool 
Hopkinson, Henry, Attercliffe, Sheffield, Butcher. Aug 15 at 3 at 
offices of 7 and Co, Queen st chambers, Sheffield 
Hopkinson, Joseph, E'ton, Bury, Lancaster, Stone Mason, Aug 14 at 
3 at “flices of Watson, Broad st, Bury 
Hopkinson, Joseph, Bradford, Y ork, Coffee Tavern Keeper. Aug 13 at 
12 at offices of Peel and Gaunt, Chapel lane, Brad/ord 
Hughes, David, Wellington Mynytho, Carnarvon, Draper. Aug 14 at 
2 at the Queen Hotel, Chester. Breese and Co, Pwilheli 
Humphrey, William James, Great Yarmouth, Gliss and Earthenware 
Dealer. Aug 21 at 3 at offices of Koight, Walbrook, London 
Johnson, George, Southborough, Kent, Grocer. Ang 13 at 11 at the 
Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Palmer, Tonbridge 
Johnson, Thomas, Bawtry, Nottingham, Blacksmith. Aug 15 at 11 at 
offices of Marshall, East Retford 
Johnson, William, Leeds, Provision Dealer. Augl3 atl at offices of 
Harrison, East parade, Leeds 
Jobnston, Carruthers Charles, and Samuel Logan Johnston, Merchants 
and Shipowners, Liverpool. Aug 14 at 3.30 at the Law Association 
Rooms, Cook st, Liverpool. Bateson and Co, Liverpool 
Johnstone, Thomas Affleck, Hulme, M:nchester, Provision Dealer. 
Aug 13 at 3 at offices of Simpson and Hockin, Mount st, Albert sq, 
Manchester 
Jones, Evan, Bethesda, Carnarvon, Tailor. Avg 12 at 2 at the Liver- 
pool Arms Hotel, Chester. Roberts, Bangor 
Jones, Evan, Mynydd-Mwyn-Mawr, Anglesey, Farmer. 
2 at the Bull Hotel, Liangefni. Roberts, Bangor 
Jones, John, Hirwain, Glamorgan, Innkeeper. Aug 14 at | at offices 
of Linton and Kenshole, Canon st, Aberdare 
Lake, Isaac, Commercial st, Spitalfielis, farmer. Aug I4at 2 at offices 
of Brown and Sons, Finsbury place 
Langstow, George, Lianhowell, Salcp, Farmer. Aug 14 at 12 at 9, 
Corve st, Ludlow. Marstcn and Sons 
Lawrence, Willism Francis, Cambridge terrace, Paddington, Con- 
tractor. Aug 20 at 1 at the Cannon st Hotel, Cannon st. Whites and 
Co, Budge row, Cannon st 
Lewis, Jchn, Ulebury, Stafford, Brickmaker, Aug 14 at 11 at offices 
ot Rowlards, Cor; oration chambers, Ann st, Birmingham 
Lillicrap, Harry, Piumstead, Kent, Dairyman, Aug 18 at 12 at 
Offices of Peake, Mulgrave pl, Woo'wich 
Aug 14 at 11 at Waterloo 


Loog, Herman, London wall, Manager. 
Hotel, Piecadil'y, Manchester. Lewis and Lewis, Ely p!, Holborn, 
don 


August 14 at 


Lon 
Lynch, Martin, Dewsbury, York, Grocer. 
Ridgway and Ridgway, Union st, Dewsbary 
Mackness, William, and Jeffrey Mackness, Wigston Magna, Leicester, 
Builders. Aug 15 at 12 at effices of Haxby, Belvoir st, Leicester 
Makereace, Harry Wocdward, Rechester, Nurseryman. Aug 15 at 2 
at cffices of Smyth, High st, Strood 
Marshall, James, Liverpool, Tailor. Aug 16 at 12 at offices of Car- 
ruthers, Lord st, Liverpool 
Aug 13 at 3 at 
Ang latS at 


Aug 13 at 3 at cffices of 


McDermott, Charles, Oldbam, Lancaster, Clothier, 
* offices of Ascrott and Sons, Clegg st, Oldbam 
Mitchell, George, Birmingham, Auctioneer’s clerk. 
offices of Horton, Colmore row, Birmingham * 
Mitchell, Samuel, jun, Brooksbottom, Lanesster, out of business. 
Avg 13 at 3 at offices of Haslam, Market st, Bury 
Naughton, Emma, Leecs, Cap Manufacturer, Aug 14 at 3 at offices of 
Walker, South parade, Leeds 
Newell, Ji seph, Little Horton, York, Grocer. Aug 13 at 10 at offices of 
Pee) and Gaunt, Chapel lane, Bracford 
Nobbs, Nicholas Hudson, Ripon, Draper, Aug 13 at 11.30 at offices of 
Coppin and Whitham, Market p), Ripon 
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Oliver, Charles Hewitt, Commercial rd, East, Stationer. Aug 15 at 3 
Stones and Co, Finsbury circus 

Oxtoby, John, Tollarton, York, Corn Miller. Aug 14 at 10 at offices of 
Crumbie, Stonegate. York . 

Peasland, William Edward, Spencer at, Islington, Grocer. Aug 12 at3 
= offices of Holloway, Ball’s Pond rd, Islington. Cooper, Chancery 

ne 

Prince, John, Lower Broughton, Lancaster, Coal Merchant, Ang 20 
at 11 at offices of Preston and Young, Norfolk st, Manchester 

Pallan, William Amos and Thomas Gill, Leeds, Woollen Manufac- 
turers, Aug 12 at 2 at Law Institution, Albion pl, Leeds. Lodge, 
Leeds 

Robinson, Denis Charies Edwards, Leadenhall st, Commission Agent. 
Aug 14 at 3 at offices of Hill, Mincing lane 

Robinson, James, Dukinfield, Chester, out of business. Aug 20 at 3 at 
Commercial Hotel, King st, Dukinfield. Garforth, Dukinfield 

Rogerson, Robert, Leeds, Picture Frame Manufacturer. Aug 12 at 11 
at offices of Dale, Albion st, Leeds 

Scriven, Thomas, Buckpool, Wordsley, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. 
Aug 15 at 11 at offices of Collis, Market st, Stourbridge 

Severn, Charles Loyd, Brompton rd, no occupation. Aug 20 at3 at 
Freemasons’ Tavern, Gt Queen st, Lincoln’s inn fields. Stokes, 
Chancery lane 

Slipper, John, Chatham, Labourer. Aug 25at 3 at King’s Head Hotel, 
High st, Rochester. Shakespeare, Budge row, Cannon st 

Smith, Jchn, and Joseph Barker, West Gorton, Lancaster, Emery 
Manufacturers, Aug 11 at 8 at offices of Trevor, Clarence buildings, 
Booth st, Manchester. Bowden, Manchester 

Smith, William Ticken, Wakefield, Solicitor’s Clerk. Aug 14 at 3 at 
offices of Burton, Wood st, Wakefield 

Speakman, Walter, Wigan, Lancaster, Bread Baker. Aug 14 at 3 at 
offices of Wood, King st, Wigan 

Spencer, Daniel, Easington, Gloucester, Baker. Aug 9 at 12 at the 
Fleece Hotel, Cirencester. Wilmot, Fairford 

Spiller, Esther Waring, Belmont Villas, Woolwich, Schoolmistress. 
Aug 14 at 1 at offices of Whale, William st, Woolwich 

Stephens, George Thomas, Hereford, Chemist. Aug 14 at 10.15 at 
offices of Garro!d, Widemarsh st 

Stone, Charles, Northempton, Shoe Manufacturer. Aug I4at 3 at 
offices ot Shoesmith, Newland 

S$ ummerill, Samuel, and Sidney Short, jur, Wick, Gloucester, Farmers, 
Aug !2 at 11 at offices of Bnsh, Bridge st, Bristol 

Tann. George Robert, St Augustine’s, Norwich, Corn Dealer. Aug 12 
at 12 at offices of Blyth, Castle chambers, Norwich 

Taverner, Ann, Tedburn St Mary, Devon. Aug 15 at 10 at offices of 
Searle, Queen st chambers, Queen st, Exeter 

Tay!or, James, Upper Batley, York, Market Gardener. Aug 13 at 3 at 
offices of Booth and Son, Hanover st, Batley. Watts and Son, 
Batley 

Thorpe, William, Mountsorre!, Leicester, Baker. Aug 19 at 12 at 
effices of Goode and Cliff.rd, Baxter gate, Loughborough 

Walters, Thomas, Manchester, Timber Merchant. Aug 18 at 3 at 
offices of Sale and Co, Booth st, Manchester. 

Weatherley. William, Huddersfield, Photographer. Aug 12 at 3 at 
offices of Welsh, Queen st, Huddersfield 

Whitaker, Samuel, Fenton, Stafford, Grocer. Aug 14 at 11 at offices 
of Kent, Chancery lane, Lonzton 

Whitsed, Jesse, Crowland, Lincoln, Miller. Aug15 at 12 at the Bell 
and Oak Inn, Market place, Peterborongh. Guches, Peterborough 

Williams. George, Bristol, Mason, Aug 9 at 11 at offices of Morgan, 
Arch House chambers, John st, Bristol 

Williams, John, Wolverhampton, Latch Manufacturer. Aug 16 at 11 
at offices of Green, Corporation st, Wolverhampton 

Williams, William Morgan, Treorky, Glamorgan, Grocer. Ang 15 at 
12 at the South Wales Merchants’ Association, Duke st, Cardiff 

Willows, George, Stallingborough Top, Lincoln, Farmer. Aug 13 at 11 
at offices of Stephenson and Mountain, Bethlehem st, Great Grimsby 

White, John, Westbourne terrace, Hammersmith, Greengrocer. Aug 
14 at 3 at 114, King st West, Himmersmith. Marshall 

Young, Bentley, Epwell, Oxford, Farmer. Aug 9 atil at offices of 
C: osby, Bridge st, Banbury 

Turspay, Aug. 5, 1879. 

A'cock, Charles, Kingston-upon-Hull. Aug 13 at 3 at offices of Jack- 

» son, Imperial chambers, Bowlalley lane, Kingston-upon-Ha!l 

Appleby, Andrew, North Shields, General Dealer, Aug 16 at Il at 
offices of Whitehorn, Camden st, North Shields 

Applegate, James, Branksome rd, Brixton, Builder. Aug 14 at 11 at 
the Guildball Tavern, Gresham st. Bryant, Fenchurch st 

Ba'aam, John, Downs rd, Hackney Downs, Horticultural Builder. 
Avg 21 at 12 at offices of Van Sandau and Comming, King st, 
Cheapsids 

Barley, John Marshall, Yaddlethorpe, Lincoln, Brickmaker, Aug 18 
at 1 at offices of Freer and Co, Brigg 

Barnes, Benjamin, Stable Hobba, Cornwall, Market Gardener. Aug 27 
at 4 at the Half Moon Hotel, High st, Exeter. Cornish, Penzance 

B.rrett, Charles, Castle Combe, Wilts, Gereral Smith. Aug 18 at 
12.30 at the Temperance Hotel, Chippenham. Smith, Melksham 

Ba‘chelor, James, Halifax, Linen Draper. Aug 15 at llat the White 
Lion Hote], Silver st, Halifax. Kerr, Halifax 

Bath, Mory Kate, Bath, Schoolmistress. Aug 15 at 12 at offices of 
Titley, Orange grove, Bath 

Battr, Jonas, Poniefract, Blacksmith, Aug 14 at 3 at offices of Jen- 
kinson, Albion st, Leeds 

Benton, William Henry, Wisbech, Cambridge, Boot Maker. Aug 18 at 
is the Angel Hotel, Peterborough. Welchman and Carrick, Wis- 





eh 

Bign-ll. Edward, Eastbourne, Sussex, Lamp Dealer. Aug 20 at 11.30 at 
the Guiidhel! Tavern, Gresham st, Dearle and Edgeworth, East- 
bourne 

Birt, Thomas Henry, Birmingham, General Merchant. 
offices of Wright and Marsha'l, New st, Birmingham 

B'unden, George, and Jemes Blunden, Earl’s Court rd, Kensington, 
Grocers. Aug \4at }2 at offices of Tucker, Chancery lane 


Aug 21 at 3 at 


Booth, David Spencer, Bradford, Commission Agent. Aug 21 
offices of Mumford, Yorkshire Bank wna de Bradford” —s 
Bousiead, Jobn, an’ Arthur William Ridley, Craven st, Strand, Army 
Agents. (Oct 29 at 3 at the City Terminus Hotel, Cannon st. Hol- 
jams and Co, Mincing lane 





Aug 18 
ug at 
offices of Stanley, Bridge st, Walsa le 
Brooks, Frederick John, Grovedale rd, Uprer Holloway, Chey. 
mentee. Aug 14 at 3 at offices of Walker, King’s Arms yard, Moon 
gate st 
Broomfield, George, er scone Southampton, Grocer, Aug 18 as 
at offices of Bell, Portland st, Southampton 
Broom, Peter, Manchester, Commission Agent. Aug 18 at 3 at Off cap. 
of Chew and Sons, Swan st, Manchester 
Bullbrook, Joseph, South st, Walworth, Boot Manufacturer. Aug 15 g 
3 at offices of Gray, Finsbury place 
Barton, Joseph, Selby, York, Ship Builder, Aug 20 at 12 at officesgt 
Waddell and Parker, Selby 
Butterworth, Joseph, Rochdale, Lancashire, Commercial Clerk, 
= at 3 at offices of Cockcroft, Wellington chambers, Drake st, Roch. 
jale 
Chandler, John, Birkenhead, Butcher. 
Killey, Lord st, Liverpool 
Clay. John, Llandudno, Carnarvon, Blacksmith. Aug 22 at 34 
offices of Chamberlain, Mostyn st, Llandudno 
Ang 20 at 12 ¢ 
Rashleigh, 


Bridgen, George, Whittington, a, Builder, 


Aug 18 at 1 at offices ¢ 


Cobb, Henry Ferdy, Beckenham, Kent, Gardener, 
offices of Cogswell, Railway approach, London Bridge. 
Borough High st 

Cormick, George, Worcester, out of business, Aug 18 at 11 at offigs 
of Tree and Son, High st, Worcester 

Cornell, John, Heavitree, Devon, Dairyman. Aug 16 at 10 at offices 
Southcott, Post Office st, Bedford circus. Hartnoll : 

Cutler, Samuel, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Builder. Aug 18 at 2 at th 
Cambrian House Offices, Market st, Ryde. Fardell 

Davies, George, Balsall Heath, Worcester, out of business. Aug 4 
8 at offices of Ansell, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Davis, Harris, Walsall, Stafford, Tailor, Aug 15 at 10.15 at offices of 
East, Temple st. Birmingham 

Dawson, Robert, Wellingore, Lincoln, Tinman. Aug 21 at 12 at offices 
of William and Walter Holdich, West st, Sleaford 


Dent, Joseph, Carlbury, Durham, Innkeeper. Aug 20 at 11 at offices¢ 
Barron, High row, Darlington 

Dodman, John, Northampton, Furniture Broker, Aug 13 at 3¢ 
offices of Roche, St Giles st, Northampton 

Drew, Henry William, Romsey, Southampton, Photographer. Aug } 
at 3 at offices of Shutte, Portland st, Southampton 

Dugdale, James, Blackburn, Confectioner. Aug 15 at 11 at offices¢ 
Backhouse, St John’s place, Blackburn 

East, Charles, Lee, Kent, Builder. Aug 21 at 11 at offices of Tucker, 
Pettaugh, High rd, Lee 

Eastwood, Joseph, Halifax, Draper. Aug 13 at 3 at offices of Stony 
and Ellis, King Cross st, Halifax 

Edwards, Frank, Lympsham, Somerset, Baker. Aug 15 at3 at office 
of Smith, Sydenham terrace, Weston-super-Mare 

Elias, John, Abercarne, Monmouth, Provision Merchant. Aug 15 ¢ 
12 at offices of Dauncey, Albion chambers, Newport 

Ellis, Charles, Helperby, York, Farmer. Aug 20 at 12 at officesd 
Wilkinson, 8t Helen’s sq, York 

Farnell, Jobn, Salford, Lancashire, Horse Collar Maker. Aug 13atlt 
at offices of Blakeway, Deansgate, Manches‘er 

Finlay, James, Liverpovol, Licensed Victualler. Aug 15 at 2.308 
offices of Brabner and Court, Cook st, Liverpool 

Firth, Levi, Allerton, York, Commission Agent, Aug 18 at 3 at office 
Beverley, Hustlergate, Bradford 

Fleming, Thomas, Eccles, Lancashire, Provision Dealer. Aug 18 at3 
at offices of Nadin and Wild, King st, Manchester 

Ford, John, Clyce, Highbridge, Somerset, Timber Merchant. Aug 
at 12 at offices of Reed and Cook, King's sq, Bridgewater 

Friedheim, Robert Cnaries Louis, Merton, Surrey, Commercial Cierk, 
Aug 21 at 2 at officss of Beck, East India avenue, Leadenhall st 

Golding, James, Upper Grange rd, Bermondsey, Poultry Dealer 
Aug 11 at 3 at the Guilihall Tavern, Gresham st, aldwi, 
Southampton buildings 

Gover, Arthur George, Cannon st rd, Leather Seller. Aug 13 at 1 a 
offices of Marchaut, Ludgate hill. Bussell, Chancery lane 

Greaves, Benjamin, Oldham, Cotton Waste Dealer. Aug 20 at 3 & 
the Lyceum, Union st, Oldham. Ponsonby and Carlile, Oldham 

Grogan, Hugh, Fallowfield, nr Manchester, Joiner. Aug 20 at 3 @ 
offices of Barrow and Smith, Cross st, Manehester 

Grounds, Thomas, Leicester, Smailware Dealer. Aug 18 at ll a 
— Commercial Hotel, Granby st, Leicester. Whitehead, Mam 
chester 

Hartley, Joseph, Hulme, Manchester, out of business, Aug 24 #& 
11.30 at offices of Gould, St Peter's sq, Manchester 

Haywood, William, Stafford, Shoe Manufacturer, Aug 18 at 3 #& 
offices of Holtham, Bank passage, Stafford 

Holbrook, Albert Henry, Church st, Chelsea, Grocer. Aug 21 at 2a 
offices of Carter and Bell, Eastcheap 

Hollinshead, William, Lincoln, out of business, Aug 19 at 11 at offices 
of Burton and Scorer, Lincoln 

Holmes, Frederic, and Thomas Spencer Pre<cott, Salford, Lancashire. 
Contractors. Aug 20 at3at the Blackfriars Hotel, Blackfriars sy 
Manchester. Blakeway, Manchester 

Horsfall, Edward, Bradford, York, Waste Dealer. Aug 15 at ll a 
offices of Raws%n and Co, Piccadilly, Bradford 

Howard, Edward, Britonferry, Glamorgan, Shingler in Tinworks 
Aug 16 at 11 at offices of Davies, Alma place, Neath 

Haulin, Colin, St Briavels, nr Coleford, Gloncester, Farmer, Aug 21 ab 
3 at the Beaufort Arms’ Chepstow. Oliver, Newport 

Hotchinson, Samuel, Ardwick, Manchester, Baker. Aug 18 at 8 a 
offices of Marlow, Crows st, Manchester 

Johnson, James, North Walsham, Norfolk, Draper. Aug 14 at 12. 
at offices of Johnson, Fenchurch st, London ; 

Tones, Job, Little London, Stafford, Grocer, Aug 19 at 11 at offices & 
Olark, New rd, Willenhall ; 

Jones John, Tywllwyn, Denbigh, Farner. Aug 19 at 2 at offices of 
Richards, Bank buildings, Liangollea 

Jones, Robert, Carnarvon, Coal Dealer, Aug 16 at 3 at offices of Jones 
and Roberts, Church st, Carnarvon 

Jones, William Evan, and Hugh Jones, Fourcrosses, Festiniog, 
Merioneth, Grocers, Aug 18 at 12 at the Albion Hotel, Chestely 
Ellis, Festiniog 





Norton, 
Victualle 


Hanley 
Oldfield, Ww 
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— , William, Liverpool, Das Painter, Aug 19 at 2 at 
of Murphy, Da'e st, Liverpoo 

sce ‘vitliam Musgrove, Droitwich, Worcester, Grocer. Aug 20 at 
11 at offices of Stallard, High st, Worcester 

Levy, Morris Laurence, Birmingham, Jeweller. Aug 20 at 11 at offices 

of Rowlands, Corporation chambers, Ann st, Birmingham 

Marsden, Ann, Derby, Brazier. Aug 21 at 3at offices of Moody, Corn 

ket, Derb; 

etarenc Jono, Effra parade, Brixton, Dairyman. Aug 28 at 3 at 

offices of Foster, Brunswick sq, Bloomsbury 

Morgan, Thomas, Ebbw Vale, Mon, Publican. Aug 15 at 12 at offices 

of Browne, Lion st, Abergavenny ae 

Nash, Charles Liewellyn, S » out of b . Aug 12 at 3 at 
offices of Williams and Co, Exchange, Bristol (and not at the offices 
of Williams and Co, Albion chambers, Small st, Bristol, as pre- 
viously advertized). Woodward, Swansea 

Neunton, Thomas, Tonypandy, Glamorgan, Builder. Aug 19 at 2.30 
atthe New Inn, Pontypridd. Griffith and Corbett 

Newell, John, Portsea, Licensed Beer Retailer. Aug 20 at 3 at offices 
of Ford, Queen st. Portsea 

Newitt, Charles, Thame, Oxford, Beerhouse Keeper. Aug 19 at 3 at 
offices of Parrott, Thame 

Noble, Edwin, Gloucester, Innkeeper. Aug 12 at 4 at the Gloucester 
Hotel, Gloucester. Jackson, Stroud 

Norton, David Parkin‘on, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Licensed 
Victualler, Aug 20 at 12 at offices of Paddock and Sons, Old Hall st, 
























Hanle 
iafeld, William, Mellor, Derby, Farmer. Aug 19 at 1! at offices of 
Brown and Ainsworth, St Petersgate, Stockport 
Oldham, John, Debenham, Suffolk, Grocer. Aug 26 at 1 at the Crown 
and Anchor Hotel, Westgate st, Ipswich 
Pallett, Charles, Birmingham, out of business. Aug 16 at 12 at offices 
of Cheston, Moor st, Birmingham 
Peasegood, Robert Alcock, Chivalry rd, Battersea rise, General 
Dealer. Aug 19 at 1! at offices of Dutton, Churton st, Pimlico 
Pickersgil!, Thomas William, Kingston-upon-Hull, Grocer. Aug 13 
at 3 at offices of Laverack, Land of Green Ginger, Kingston-upon- 
Hull 
Pratt, James, Fenton, Stafford, Plumber. Aug 20 at 11 at offices of 
Adderley and Marfieer, Normacott rd, Longton 
Price, William, Rolton, Joiner. Aug 20 at il at the Commercial 
Hotel, Townhall sq, Bolton. Brown and Hinnel, Bolton 
Roberis, Thomas, Doncaster, Tailor, Aug 22 at 11 at offices of Shirley 
and Co, St George gate, Doncaster. Burdekin and Co 
Richardson, Henry, Chaddesley Corbett, Worcester, Flour Dealer. 
Ang 14 at 12atthe Lion Hotel, Kidderminster. Wright and Son, 
Dudley 
Richardson, Thomas, Oldham, Provision Dealer. Ang 19 at 3 atthe 
Mitre Hotel, Cathedral gates, Manchester. Hanchett and Watson, 
Oldham 
Richardson, William, Leeds, Mill Furnisher, Aug 15 at 3 at offices of 
Pullan, Bond st, Leeds 
Riley, Charles, Blackpool, Lodging house Keeper. 
offices of Blackhurst, Fox st, Preston 
Robinson, Abel, Brad'ord, Watchmaker. Aug 18 at 11 at officesof 
Berry and Robinson, Charlies st, Bradford 
Robinson, James Frodsham, Frodsham, Cheshire, Coal Dealer. Aug 
13 at 3 at offices of Linaker and Hitchin, Bank chambers, Runcorn 
Ryley, John, Earlsdon, nr Coventry, Watchmaker. Aug 18 at 2 at the 
Castle Hotel, Broadgate, Coventry. Minster, Coventry 
Scaife, George, Carlisle, Innkeeper. Aug 15 at 12 at offices ot John- 
son, Scotch st, Carlisle 
Scolding, Walter, Wangford, Suffolk, Grocer. Aug 16 at 1 at offices 
of Allen, Thoronghfare, Halesworth 
Scowby, Richard, Wakefield, Wine Merchant. 
of Marsden and Co, Westgate, Wakefield 
Seed, William, Lea, nr Preston, Cotton Spinner. Aug 21 at 12 at 
Offices of Catterall, Camden pl, Preston 
Shepherd, Edward Parker, Birmingham, out of business. Aug 19 at 
3 at offices of Baker and Gibson, Waterloo st, Birmingham. Cart- 
wright, Birmingham 
Simpson, Robert, Preston, Beerseller. Aug 15 at 3 at offices of For- 
shaw and Parker, Cannon st, Preston 
Skinner, John Haltyard, Devonport, Carver. Aug 18 at 11 at offices 
of Square, George st, Plymouth 
Smith, Alfred, Bridgnorth, Salop, Beer Seller. Aug 29 at 11 at offices 
of Rhodes, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
Stanley, Richard, M -nchester, Tailor. Aug 20 at 3 at the Commercial 
Hotel, Brown st, Manchester. Stevenson, Manchester 
Strike, Join, Clampits, Launceston, Builder, Aug 19 at 2 at offices of 
Brian, Freemason’s Hal!, Cornwall st, Plymouth 
Tatty, Mark, Hemingbrough, York, Market Gardener. Aug 16 at 12 
at offices of Atkinson, Church hill, Selby 
Thatcher, Frederick, Lee, Kent, Boot Dealer. Aug 19 at 2 at 145, 
Cheapside. Hughes, Lewisham 
oner, Thomas, Chester, Furniture Broker. Aug 15 at 12 at offices of 
Nordon and Mason, Bridgs st row east, Chester 



















Aug l5 at 3at 











Aug 19 at 11 at offices 


















flices ley, Robert, Bury St Edmunds, Builder. Aug 19 at 1 at the Gui'd- 
alt Bury St Edmunds. Partridge and Greene, Bury St Edmunds 

hire. tinder, Stephen Thomas Brennen, Portwan Market, Edgware rd, 

3 tty Commission A gent. Aug 16 at 1 at offices of Ambrose and Co, 





tur chambers, Devereux ct, Temple 
’ er, Thomas, Chesterfield, Derby, Licensed Victualler. Aug 15 at 
1 at ottioas of Jones and Middleton, Gluman gate, Chesterfield 
sddington, John, Blackpool, Music Seller. Aug 25 at 12 at offices of 
arniey and Finch, Fox s+, Preston 
seeright, Walter, Wakefield, Ale Merchant. Aug 19 at 3 at offices 
we urton, Wood st, Wakefield 
Bunt Gregory, Blackburn, Undertaker. Aug 15 at 12 at the Old 
1 Hotel, Churoh st, Blackburn. Fryer, Preston 
_ James, Wigan, Cotton Baad Manufacturer. Aug 18 at 3 at 
Oltices of Wood, King st, Wigan 
pi Taraatlh Aylestone, Leicester, Farmer, Aug 19at 3 at offices 
¥ Tight and Hincks, Belvoir st, Leicester 
3 Ouse, Mark, Ashton-under-Lyne, Machine Broker. Aug 20 at 
: at offices of Coates, Old st, Ashton-under-Lyne 
oat Motthew, Burnley, Cotton Spinner. Aug 19 at 3 at the Mitre 
| oo lates yard, Manchester, Artindale and Artindale, 






















Webb, John, Leicester, Provision Dealer. Aug 20 at 3 at offices of 
Smart and Jeffs, Silver st, Leicester. Buckby, Leicester [~ 

Whitehead, Betty, Bramley, York, Size Manufacturer. Avg 19 at 3 at 
offices of Simpson and Burrell, Albion st, Leeds 

Whiteside, Henry, Barrow-in.Furneses, Provender Merchant. Aug 15 
at 2 at the Duke of Edirburgh Hote), Abbey rd, Barrow-in-Furness. 
Barrow, Barrow-in-Furness 

Wigham, Henry William, Coventry, Wine Merchant. Aug 25 at 12 
at offices of Lomas and Co, Old Jewry chambers, London. Minster, 


Coventr Pa 
Wilson, Henry, Croydon, Builder. Aug 20 at 11 at the Public Hall,. 
oydon. Hooper, St Panl’s churchyard . 
Wise, William, Bristol, Machine Agent. Aug 20 at 12 at offices of 
Phillips, Corn st, Bristol. Wasbrouchs and Voggett, Bristol 

Wood, George, Wigan, Draper. Aug 16 at 11 at offices of Scott and: 
Ellis, Arcade bldgs, King st, Wigan 

Wood, George, and Thomas Holt, Werneth, Oldham, Coal Merchants, 
Aug 22 at 3at the Mitre Hotel, Cathedral yd, Manchester. Vaughan- 
Jones, Manchester me te 

Woodward, Robert, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Wholesale Ironmonger. 
Aug 19 at 11 at offices of Keenlyside and Co, St John’s chambers, 
Grainger st west, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Yates, Henry, Dudley, Draper, Aug 1S at 12 at offices of Hunt and 
Co, Nicholas st, Manchester. Warmington, Dudl-y 

Yates, John, Dudley, no occupation. Aug 19 at4 at offices of Warm- 
ington, Castle st, Dudley 

Young, John, Berwick-upon-Tweed, Draper. Aug18 at 2 at the 
Queen’s Rooms, Hide hill, Berwick-upon-Tweed. Gray, Berwick- 
upon-Tweed 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it ‘‘ the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Invalids aad Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates,. 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas. 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break 
ast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. : 

CocoaTINA A LA VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
— Chocolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate is pro- 
nibited. 

In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 3s., &c., by Chemists and Grocers. 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 


MR. G@. H. JONSS, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 
57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, BLOOMSBURY 

(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 
Will be glad to forward his new Pamphlet gratis and post-free. whick 
explains the only pertectly painless system of adapting ARTIFICIAL. 
TEETH (protected by Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent), which 
have obtained five Prize Medals, London 1862, Paris» 
1867, Philadelphia 1876, Vienna 1873, and New York 
1853.—Consultation daily free. 














BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench. 
Corporation of London, &c. 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES UNIVERSITY S CLERGY GOWNS, &¢ 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


A SOLICITOR wishes a Transfer of Articles to = 
gocd office for his Son, who has passed the Intermediate.—Jvnis,. 
* * Solicitors’ Journal ”’ Office, 52, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 


OLICITOR’S MANAGING CLERK.—Wanted a 
Managing Clerk in the office of a Solicitor in the North of Ireland. 
Unexceptionable references as to capability and character required.—- 
Address, stating qualifications and references and salary expected, 
X, Z., ‘* Londonderry Sentinel,” Londonderry. 


‘ HORTHAND and CORRESPONDENCE CLERK 

* WANTED. Must be quick, intelligent, and rapid and accurate 

writer. Not more than 22 years o'd preferred.—Address, stating refer- 

ences, age, salary required, and with specimens of haad-writing, Town 
Crerk, Birmingoam. 


SENIOR ENGROSSING CLERK.—Wanted, an 
\ experienced Clerk to taka charge of the Copying and Postal 
Department in a country office. Good re‘erences indispensable, 
—Apply, in own hanowriting, s‘ating age and salary required, to- 
C. E, M., Messrs. Moulton & Sous, 37, Chancery-lane, Londoa, W.C. 
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BOROUGH OF BIRMINGHAM. 
fe CORPORATION is prepared to accept LOANS 
of £100 and upwards, on security of the Local Rates, at 34 per 
~cent., repayable at any time on six months’ notice; or for periods of 
three, four, or five years at £3% per cent. per annum. The interest 
payable half-yearly. 
Offers of lcans to be addressed to 
WILLIAM R, HUGHES, Shineninn: 
Treasurer’s Department, 23, Union-Street, 
10th April, 1879, 


RELIMINARY, INTERMEDIATE, and: FINAL 
EXAMINATIONS for SOLICITORS.—A Barrister-at-Law, the 
author of several well-known works, who has passed during the last 
ten years upwards of 1,000 pupils, many of whom have taken high 
honours, including the Clifford’s Inn Prize, PREPARES CANDIDATES, 
however defective their knowledge may be, very speedily. References 
to Jvdges, Queen’s Counsel, Members of the Council of the Incorporated 
Law Seciety, and past and present pupils (barristers, solicitors, and 
students),—Address, TzmpiaRr, care of Messrs. Butterworths, 7, Fleet- 
street, Her Majesty’s Law Publishers. 


AW EXAMINATIONS.—Mr. Auzert Sr. Pavr 


(M.A.Oxvn), Solicitor, prepares gentlemen for their Preliminary, 
Intermediate, and Final Examinations, either privately, or in class. 
Resident pupils received.—Address, 11, Staple-inn, London, W.C. 
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A CHURCH OF ENGLAND a SCHOOL, ON MODERATE 
ERMS. 


Patron—The DUKE of DEVONSHIRE, K.G. 

Heap Master—The Rev. THOMAS FORD FENN, M.A., of Trinity 
College, Cambridge. 

Terms for Borrd and Tuition, £5! per annum. 
F There is a large steff of Masters, Graduates of Cambridge and Oxford. 
Boys are prepared for the Universities, for the Legal and Medical Pro- 
fessions, or for Business. 

At the last Cambri¢ ge Local Examination 22 Candidates from Trent 

passed, 9 of whom gsined Honours. 

Swimming is teught to al) Boys in the large and safe Swimming 
Bath, and the Cricket Ground is unusually good. Everything neces- 
sary for the health and comfort of the Boys is added unsparingly. 

NEXT TERM begins SEPTEMBER 18th. 
For Prospectus apply to the Scnooxt SpcretTaky, Trent College, near 
Nottingham. 





VHE STANDARD LIFE ASSURANCE COM- 
PANY.—Established 1825, 
ANNUAL REPORT, 1879. 
The FIFTY-THIRD ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING of the Com- 
pany was held at Edinburgh, on Tues sday, the 22nd of April, 1879 
HENRY DAVIDSON, Esq., Muirhouse, in the Chair, when the tollow 
ing results were communicated :— 
Amount proposed for Assurance during the year 1878 

(2,247 Proposals) .. seceeee £1,432,031 0 10 
An Qu ct oi ‘Assurances secepied “during the: year i878 

(1,8 0 Policies) 111,065 3 4 
Annual Premiums on new Policies during the year 1878 "$8,476 li 5 
Claims by death during the year 1878, exclusive of 

bonus additions 439,897 13 8 
Amount of Assurances ‘accepted “during the last five 

SS SS eae 6,220,234 10 7 
Subseisting Assurances at 15th November, 1878 (of 

which £1,509,911 lus. 9d. is Re-assured with other 

sigh obtincehs tones snthseeatesaipenaneresnbonnsss eoccerrs 10,006,162 1 1 
venue, up f "£800, 000 Sterling per ancum. 
Accumulated Funds, upwards of Five Milhons and a Quarter Sterling. 

The Report, Tables of Rates, and all farther information can be ob- 
tained on application. 

Colonia] and Foreign Assurances.—Assurances granted on the lives 
of persons proceeding abroad. Branch offices and agencies in India 
and all the British Colonies. 

H, JONES WILLIAMS, General Secretary for England. 
London—82, King Wiliiam-street, E.C., and 3, Pall Mall East, S.W. 
Edinburgh—3 and 5 , George-street (Head Ottice), 

Dublin—66, Upper Sackville-street. 





NION BANK OF AUSTRALIA. 
Established am, 
Paid-up capital ... £1,487.500 
Reserve fund...-.0.... ° $00,000 
LETTEKS of CKEDITand BILLS on DEMAND, or at Thirty Days’ 
Sight, are granted on the Bank’s Branches throughout Australia and 
New Zealand. BILLS on the Colonies are negotiated and sent for 
collection. DEPOSITS are received, at notice, and for fixed periods, on 
terms which may be ascertained on application. 
. R. MEWBURN, Manager. 
1, Bank-buildings, Lothbury, mendon E.C. 


R EVERSIONARY AND LIFE INTERESTS in 
Landed or Funded Property or other Securities and ANNUITIES 
purchased, or Loans thereon granted, by the 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 
(LIMITED). 
19, LANCASTER-PLACK, WATER(OO-BRIDGE, STRAND, 
Established 1835, Paid-up Capital, £480,000, 
Ifrequired Interest on Loans may be capitalizes. 
Ff. 8, CLAYTON, } Joint 
C,H. CLAYTON, Secretaries 








—————=>S= 
OREIGN and COLONIAL GOVERN 
TRUSTS and AMERICAN INVESTMENT TRUST. 


The number of Certificates deposited in assent to the Plan of Cm, 
eolidation ard Re-construction now amounts to 33,955, out of a total y 
37,745. Certificate holders who have not P 0 deposi ited are mene 
mended to do go without delay, the Chief Clerk of the Master of f ‘thy 
Rolls having fixed the lst September as the last day for receiving 
claims under these Trusts, and the 30th of October for adj ualeatng 
upon them 

The Bist of August will, therefore, probably be the last day form 
ceiving certificates for conversion into stock of the new companies, 

Interest on the Certificates of the Foreign and Colonial 
Trust to the 1st March, and on the American Investment Trust to ti 
15th March, is now in course of payment. 

Full particulars can be obtained at the office of the Trustees, 

By order of “~ Porm) 


gr tJ ROSE, Secretary, 
No. 6, Victoria-street, Westminster Abbey, 8 .W., 
28th July, 1879. 





te 
AN IMPORTANT een TO LAW WRITERS ANp 


STEPHENS’ SCARLET "INK | FOR STEEL PEN 


This new Ink supplies the demand continualiy made bat nem 
before met, for a Red Ink which is uninjured by Steel or othe 
Metallic Pens. Steel Pens left in this ink for months do not 
the beauty of its colour, nor are the Pens in the least corroded by it 
The existing Red Inks rapidly destroy Steel Pens, and lose their mj 
colour if used with other than Gold or Quill Pens, This new cog 
isa very rich scarlet red of great beauty. The colour of this ink 
not affected by use upon parchment, and is consequently of gng 
value to Solicitors and Draughtsmen. 

Sold in stone bottles, retail at 1s., 2s.,3s; and Imperial Quarh¢ 
49 ounces at 6s.each. Also in glass bottles at 6d. and 1s. each, 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, 
WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STATIONERN 
192, Fleet-street, and | & 2, Chancery-lane, London, E,¢, 


Carriage paid to the Country on Orders exceeding 2%, 


Drart Paper, 5s., 6s. 6d., 7s. 6d., 78. 9d.,and 9s. 9d. per ream, 

Brier Paprrr, 15s, 6d., 17s, 6d., and 23s. 6d. per ream. 

Footscap Paper, 10s. 6d., 14s. 6d., and 18s. 6d, per ream. 

Cream-Laip Nore, 33., 4s, and 53. per ream. 

Lare@r CaeaM-ialp Note, 48. 64., 63. Gd., and 8s. per ream, 

LARGE BivE Notes, 38, 6d., 4s. 6d., and 68. 6d. per ream. 

ENVELOPES, CREAM OB Buive, 38, 9d., 4s. 6d., and 6s. 6d, per 1000, 

Tue ‘* TemPLe’’ ENVELOPE, extra secure, 9s. 6d, per 1000, 

FoonscaP OrriciaL Envetores, ls. 9d. per 100. 

ParTripGe & Coorer’s VeLtum Wove Onve-Hovser Nore, 9s, fd, 
ream. Thisincomparable Paper has raised up a host of worthla 
imitations. Purchasers are particularly requested to observetit 
zach sheet bears the fac-simile water-mark, ‘“‘PARTRIDGEt 
COOPER’S VELLUM-WOVE CLUB-HUUSE PAPER,” witht 
which none is genuine. 

INDENTURE SKINS, Printed and Machine-ruled, 2s. 5d. ch, 288,92 
doz., 135s, per roll, 

cee oR Foutowers, Ruled, 2s. 1d, each, 24s, per dozen, Ilha) 
roll, 

Recogps o8 Memoriats, 8d, each, 7s. 6d. per dozen. 


Ledgers Day Books, Cash Books, Let‘er or Mi wu e Pooks 


An immense stoc in various bindings, 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every requisitc water the ¢ above Acts 8 supplied on the shortestnotit 











The BOOKS ana FORMS kept in stock for immediate m™ 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION opcodiy mae 
in the properform for registration and distribution. SHARE GB 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. OFFIC 
SEALS designed and executed. 


matesters’ Aacones Books, 


RICHARD FLINT & CO 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers. Registration Agents, &¢., 
49, FLEET-STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner of Serjeant: 
inn). 
Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


ee 





ee LL WHISKY. 


7INAHAN’S LL WHISKY. Pure, Mild aal 


Mellow, Delicious and most Wholesome. Universally recom 
mendad by the Profession. The Cream of Old Irish Whiskies. 


if INAHAN’S LL WHISKY. Dr. Hassall says 
ht oe * Soft and Mellow, Pure, well Matured, and of very excellent 
quahty.’ 


| INAHAN’S LL. WHISKY. Gold Medal, il, Pa 
Exhibition, 1878 ; Dublin Exhibition, 1865, the Gold Medd 
20, Great "Titchfield Street, London, W.5 











